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Current Topics. 


New Merchant Shipping Rules. 

Section 68 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1906, gives an 
appeal to the High Court against orders of a naval court for 
forfeiture of wages, or against any decision of such a court as to 
wages, fines, or forfeitures. It is provided by the rules now 
issued under the Act, which we print elsewhere, that these 
appeals shall be to a Divisional Court of the Admiralty Division, 
and regulations are made as to the procedure on the appeals. 


New Crown Office Rule. 

WE print elsewhere a rule which has been issued in reference 
to criminal a: . By section 20 (3) of the Oriminal “Appeal 
Act, 1907, an appeal lies from a conviction on indictment at 
common law in relation to the non-repair or obstruction of any 
highway, publie bridge, or navigable river, in whatever court the 
indictment is tried, in all respects as though the conviction wete 
a verdict in a civil action tried at assizes, and it does not lie under 
the Criminal Appeal Act. From this it follows that the procedure 
on appeal will be the same as on an appeal in a civil action; but 
it is necessary for the p ings first to be brought within the 

, it is now i 
by paragraphs which are to be added to rule 17 of the Crown 
Office Rules, 1906, that the appeals under section 20 (3) of the 
Criminal Appeal Act, 1907, are to be set down and entered at the 
Crown Office, and the indictment and all things touching it are’to 
be removed as of course by writ of certiorari into King’s 
Bench Division. 


New Patents and Designs Rules, 

In onpDER to regulate the procedure in the High Court in 
matters under the Patents and Designs Act, 1907, a new order— 
order 534-——is introduced into the R. S.C, This we 
consider hereafter. For the present it is sufficient to say the 
K. 8. C. for the time being in force are to apply, so far as practic- 
able, to proceedings under the Act, and, in particular, if the 
proceedings are in the Chancery Division, on. are to be assigned 
to a judge of that division in accordance with the practice under 
ord. 5, r. 9 (a). , Petitions for extension of the term of a paten' 
which are now within the jurisdiction of the High Court, 
regulated by rule 3 of the new order. Persons intending to 
the extension must lodge notice of their intention, and serve 
copy of the notice on. the petitioner. The itioner must the: 
‘who in ‘turn must lodge particulars of his 
may give costs to or the opponents, if the 
refused only one set of costs will, except under 
stances, be given among all the to. 
from any decision of the under sections 20, 26, 


of the Act will be by petition to be presented within mou 
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of the decision, or within the extended time allowed by the court 
under special circumstances. The rules also relate to actions for 
infringement, to petitions for revocation of a patent, and to 
applications by a patentee for leave to amend his specification by 
way of disclaimer under section 22 of the Act. 


The New Rules of the Supreme Court. 

THe most interesting feature of the Rules of the Supreme 
Court (June), 1908, which we printed last week, is the part left 
out. This may be Irish, but it is also true. The Rule Committee, 
on reconsideration of the draft rules, have evidently decided 
that our contention was right—namely, that the rule shortening 
the Long Vacation for the “ Offices of the Supreme Court” was 
ultra vires (see ante, pp. 423, 507). That rule has, therefore, 
been withdrawn, and the rest of the rules published in draft have 
now been issued without it. It must not be supposed that the 
question of shortening the Long Vacation has been thereby 
settled. Having once put their hands to the plough of endeavour 
to shorten the Long Vacation, the Rule Committee can hardly 
turn back in consequence of so slight an obstacle as the neces- 
sity for obtaining an Order in Council. As we have shewn in 
our previous observations, there is, no doubt, another preliminary 
necessity. The judges, or at least a majority of them, must agree 
on a slight act of renunciation on the part of the whole body of 
judges. They must give up a week of their own Long Vacation 
before that vacation can be shortened by a week. ‘The reason of 
this is obvious, because the only thing which can shorten the 
Long Vacation is to open the courts earlier in the autumn. 
It would be absurd to provide that the Michaelmas Sittings shall 
commence at one date for the chambers and at a later date for the 
courts, when it is well known that there are no arrears whatever 
in the Chamber Lists, while there are always arrears in the Court 
Lists, and that the chambers are not wholly closed during the 
Long Vacation while the courts for the trial of actions are 
entirely closed. In the Chancery Division, it is true, there are 
no arrears now in the Court Lists, but in the Court of Appeal 
and the King’s Bench Division there are always arrears at the 
end of every sittings, and the Chancery judges are available to 
check the growth of these arrears. By issuing the draft rule 
which has proved abortive from technical causes, the Rule Com- 
mittee shewed a desire to meet the wishes of the Bar Council 
and the Law Society so far as they felt able to do so, but 
they did not evidently feel able to bind the whole body of 
judges to give up a week of their Long Vacation. They 
did not probably realize that to open the chambers earlier, 
while leaving the courts closed, was no real concession to the 
demands of the Bar Council and the Law Society, or any other 
portion of the public which desires to see the Long Vacation 
shortened. As to the substance of the proposal to take one 
week off the Long Vacation—and always supposing it to be done 
in reality and not in outward appearance only—it would be a 
more important concession than appears at first sight. At 
present the courts sit for thirty-six weeks out of the fifty-two in 
the year, and there are thirty judges. One week’s additional 
sitting of the courts would be equivalent to thirty weeks’ sitting 
of one judge, or nearly equal to one year’s work of ove additional 
judge. This would be a considerable concession, but as no Order 
in Council in this respect is likely to be made without the agree- 
ment of the judges as a body, their consent to give up a week of 
their Long Vacation is the one preliminury necessity to obtaining 
an order to shorten it in the only way in which such a step would 
be any concession at all. 


What are the ‘‘ Offices’’ of the Supreme Court ? 


Ir 1s desirable in this connection to ascertain, if possible, the 
real meaning of the word “offices” of the Supreme Court in 
section 27 of the Judicature Act, 1873, which was also used in 
the rule which has been withdrawn. In the latter it was 
admittedly intended to apply to Judges’ Chambers, but in the 
statute it is extremely doubtful if such a meaning can be attached 
to it. The statute speaks of “vacations to be observed by the 
High Court, and the Court of Appeal, and the offices of the said 
courts respectively.” The natural meaning of this sentence 
seems to be that the term ‘‘ High Court’’ includes Judges’ 
Chambers, and not the word “ offices.”” This result is borne out 
by the fact that the vacations in Judges’ Chambers have always 


followed those in force in the “‘ High Court ’’—7.c., the sittings of 
the courts—while the vacations in the offices have been different. 
The departments of the Central Office, for example, are offices of 
the court, and are open for all kinds of business throughout 
the year, only closing two hours earlier during vacations; and, 
moreover, their vacations do not coincide with the vacations of 
the courts and chambers. Ord. 63, r. 6, provides that “ The 
several offices of the Supreme Court shall be open every day of 
the year except Sundays,” and the rule proceeds to name nine 
other days, such as Christmas Day, Bank Holidays, &c. This 
has no application to Judges’ Chambers, which would certainly 
have been governed by it had they been considered as “ offices” 
of the court. Among its other defects, therefore, the rule which 
has been withdrawn appears to have applied an illusory meaning 
to the term “ Offices of the Supreme Court.” 


The Rules as Issued. 

THE REMAINDER of the rules as now passed contain some valuable 
provisions. Rule 2 adds ord. 37, r. 34a, to the rules of 1883, 
providing that a subpena, except a Crown Office subpena, and one 
issued for a trial at assizes, shall remain in force until the trial of 
the action or matter. This removes a great hardship on litigants, 
who were compelled to issue fresh subpenas in all cases where an 
action or matter stood over from one sitting to the next. The 
most important rule, however, is rule 3, amending ord. 54, r. 12, 
which defines the jurisdiction of 2 master on the King’s Bench 
side. The effect of this amendment is to considerably increase 
the jurisdiction of the masters in King’s Bench chambers. They 
are now empowered to make orders for the removal of actions 
from one division or judge to another division or judge. This 
jurisdiction is, of course, subject to the provisions of order 49 as 
to transfer of actionsand matters. They have also power to settle 
issues, and have original jurisdiction to award costs. Hitherto 
they could only award costs in matters before them, and where 
parties were clearly entitled to costs of proceedings which had come 
to an end without an order to dismiss, or to stay on terms, or 
otherwise leaving only the costs to be provided for, the application 
had to be made to the judge in person. The masters may now 
make orders appointing receivers by way of equitable execution 
and grant injunctions which are ancillary or incidental to 
equitable execution, and are empowered to make charging orders 
absolute. These are wise provisions, and will greatly facilitate 
chamber business. Considering the ease and rapidity with which 
parties can appeal from a master to the judge in chambers, we 
think these additions to the jurisdiction of the masters might well 
have extended to making orders for service out of the jurisdiction. 
The only difficulty which presents itself is, no doubt, that a rule 
to that effect would also empower district registrars to make 
orders for service out of the jurisdiction. A difficulty would 
thereby arise which is quite apart from any doubt as to the proper 
exercise of the jurisdiction by the district registrars. It may have 
been felt that this particular jurisdiction, though it might possibly 
be delegated to the masters, who are in close proximity to the 
judge in chambers, could not with convenience be extended to 
those who are removed from personal contact with the judge. It 
is needless to say that the most popular rules of all will be those 
numbered 5 and 6 amending ord. 63, rr. 8, 9, and closing all the 
official departments one hour earlier on Saturdays. This will be 
a great boon to the profession as well as to officials, for it is 
impossible for solicitors’ offices to be closed at one o’clock so long 
as the Central Office remains open till two o’clock. 


Counsel’s Fees as ‘‘ Disbursements.” 

Tue Court of Appeal have in Sadd vy. Griffin (reported else- 
where) given an important decision as to the effect of a solicitor 
including in a bill of costs under the head of disbursements 
counsel’s fees which he has not in fact paid. The provisions of 
section 37 of the Solicitors Act, 1843, with regard to taxation 
have received a strict construction, and it has been held that, for 
the purpose of taxation, a solicitor is bound by his bill as origin- 
ally delivered, and is not at liberty to substitute an amended bill, 
even though the amendments have been made at the suggestion 
of the client: Re Heather (L. R. 5 Ch. App. 694). In Re Thompson 
(30 Ch. D., p. 448) Corron, L.J., referring to the case just 
cited, said: “The rule has been carried so far that even 
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delivered, and the solicitors have, with the assent of the client, 
taken back the bill for the purpose of reconsideration and have 
struck out certain items, the court has held that the bill to be 
taxed must be the bill as it was originally sent in, and not the 
bill as amended.” If, then, the bill must be taken to be fixed, 
for the purpose of taxation, at the date of its first delivery, it 
follows that, for an item to be included under the head of dis- 
bursements, it must have been capable of being properly described 
as a disbursement at that date. What, then, is the position in this 
respect of counsel’s fees which have been entered as disbursements 
in the bill, but have not then been paid? Upon this point the 
practice of the taxing-masters appears to have varied, and some, 
as in the present case, have been satisfied to allow the fees, 
subject to actual payment being made before the final certificate 
is given. But the Court of Appeal have taken a stricter view of 
the term “disbursement.” Money is not disbursed until it has 
been paid, and counsel’s fees cannot be included as disbursements 
unless they have been actually paid before delivery of the bill 
From this definition of “ disbursement” it would also follow that 
items for which the solicitor is under legal liability cannot be 
included as disbursements unless actually paid. But since the 
decision was based in part upon the solicitor being under no legal 
liability for counsel's fees, it cannot be assumed to go as far as 
this. 


Sale or ‘‘ Gift’’ of Intoxicating Liquor. 


A cuRIOUS question was recently brought before justices in 
Somersetshire, the matter to be determined being whether the 
supply of intoxicating liquor to persons attending an auction was 
a bond fide gift or a sale of the liquor without a licence. The 
defendants, auctioneers, valuers and estate agents, were charged 
before the Bridgwater County Bench with haviog on the 28th of 
April sold beer at Spaxton without being duly licensed to sell the 
same, contrary to the Licensing Act, 1872. The evidence for the 
prosecution was that on the date in question an auction was held 
on a farm, the occupier of which had recently died, and during 
the morning one of the defendants’ clerks went about the sale 
ground selling tickets for luncheon at one shilling a head. 
Luncheon was served in a waggon house, and included beer, bread 
and meat, and it was contended that the sale of this beer was an 
offence against the Licensing Acts. The evidence shewed that no 
one was admitted to the luncheon without a shilling ticket, and 
that beer was included in what was provided, but after the 
luncheon was over beer, whisky and cider were freely provided 
without payment. For the defence it was alleged that it had for 
thirty years been the practice to provide luncheons at sales ; 
that at every substantial sale, whether luncheon was provided or 
not, it was the rule to give refreshments away, and when luncheon 
was contemplated, the defendants arranged with a caterer to 
supply a luncheon of meat, bread, and cheese, and for that the 
caterer was paid a shilling a head. The ticket was sold for the 
luncheon only, and the intoxicating liquor was supplied gratu- 
itously by the farmer upon whose premises the sale was held. 
Witnesses were called to prove that the price for the luncheon 
did not entitle the holder of a ticket to any intoxicating liquor, 
which was given away, and that no distinction was made between 
those who held luncheon tickets and those who did not in regard 
to giving them beer. In the result the justices on the bench 
were equally divided, and the case was adjourned to the next 
court in order that it might be heard by an unequal number of 
magistrates. Without offering any opinion on the merits of the 
particular case, we may observe that a transaction by which 
refreshments in the shape of food are supplied at a fixed price, 
supplemented by a gift of intoxicating liquor, may in some cases 
furnish an easy means of evading the Licensing Acts. 


Decline in the Number of Actions for Malicious 
Prosecution. 

Actions ror false imprisonment or malicious prosecution are 
occasionally brought, but they are nothing like so numerous as in 
the earlier part of the last century. In some of these cases the 
defendant is not entitled to much sympathy. A man who misses 
his watch, thinks that it has been stolen, and gives an unfortunate 
person into the charge of a police constable for the imaginary 
theft, cannot complain when he has to make some compensation 
for his haste and imprudence. But where goods haye in fact been 





stolen, and the owner believes, upon what appear to him ta be 
reasonable grounds, that some individual is guilty of the theft, it 
is rather hard that he should be compelled, upon penalty of a law 
suit, to keep his suspicions to himself. It has been said that the 
first impulse of the average Englishman, upon finding«himself 
robbed, is at once to give somebody into custody. We think, 
however, that Englishmen are better informed and more cautious 
than in earlier times, and it is not unreasonable that any one who 
has been robbed should call in a police constable or pay a visit 
to the police station. Having mentioned his suspicions, it would 
then be prudent for him to refrain, as far as may be, from taking 
a leading part in the prosecution of the person suspected. The 
officers at the police station are generally anxious that he should 
“charge’’ somebody, and the charge sheet—a paper kept at the 
police station to receive the names of persons given into custody, 
and containing the nature of the accusation, and the name of the 
accuser—is presented to him for signature. He may also be 
invited to swear to an information against the person accused. 
But he ought, we think, to be informed that in obeying the 
directions of the police it is not necessary for him to take an 
active part in the prosecution. The law will simply require him 
to give evidence as a witness, and if he goes no further there can 
be no foundation for an action against him based upon allegations 
of malice and want of reasonable and probable cause. 


The Grant by the Colonial Office to the 
Inhabitants of St. Helena. 

Tae action of the Colonial Office in making a grant for the 
benefit of the inhabitants of St. Helena may possibly be cited as 
a precedent for the assertion of a right for tradesmen and 
labourers of a district to restrain any reduction of expenditure 
by their principal customers. The English Government had for 
many years maintained a garrison in the lonely island of St. 
Helena, and a large proportion of the inhabitants obtained a 
livelihood by providing this garrison with provisions and other 
supplies. The Government having come to the conclusion that 
the expense of maintaining this garrison is an unnecessary 
burthen on the revenue, gave directions for the withdrawal of 
the troops, and the unfortunate islanders are threatened with 
starvation. In these circumstances they have addressed a petition 
to the Government for assistance, and a grant of money has been 
made to them for the purpose of establishing the manufacture of 
lace and other industries. It is, however, difficult to recognize 
any distinction between the loss sustained by the withdrawal of 
the garrison and that which is sustained by the inhabitants of an 
English village when one or more of the principal residences in 
their neighbourhood is closed, from motives of economy or other- 
wise. The country gentleman whose diminishing income obliges 
him to close the ancestral mansion, and who can find no tenant to 
occupy it, would scarcely be induced to provide a fund for the 
benetit of those who have lost his custom. It seems to us that 
the bounty of the Government in the case of St. Helena was 
similar in character to that extended to the sufferers by the 
earthquake in Jamaica. It was an act of charity by a sovereign 
State, without any recognition of legal or equitable claim on the 
part of those who benefited by it. 


Obstruction of Pavement by Ladders. 


A cuRrous question as to the obstruction of a highway has 
quite recently been raised before — at the Southampton 
police-court. The defendant, a builder and decorator, who was 
engaged in repairing the exterior of a building, was summoned for 
causing an obstruction in Royal-crescent, a public street, by means 
of ladders; and evidence was given that painters employed by him 
had been in the habit of leaving ladders against the building over 
the end of the week in such a manner that those who went by 
could not walk on the pavement close to the kerb. ‘The solicitor 
for the defence urged that it had been the custom time out of mind 
to allow builders and decorators to place their ladders against 
the walls and to keep them there while the work was in 
progress, and it was only quite recently that it had been sug- 
gested that they had been guilty of an illegal obstruction. The 
justices, after hearing evidence as to the inconvenience of frequently 
removing the ladders, came to the conclusion that there ought to 
be no conviction. The chief constable thereupon gave notice of 
appeal. Everyone who is accustomed to walk in the streets of. 
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London, or in those of the larger English towns, is familiar with 
the obstruction caused by one of these ladders resting diagonally 
against the wall of a house which is undergoing repair. The 
question in each case is whether the obstruction is a necessary 
incident of the repair of the house—in other words, whether the 
ladders are either placed in an unreasonable position or have been 
allowed to rest upon the highway for an unreasonable time. As 
the result of some experience of these ladders, we are disposed to 
think the patience of the pedestrian public is occasionally abused. 


The French and Chinese Laws with Regard to 
Divorce. 

Tag THrep Chamber of the Tribunal of the Seine has recently 
heard the arguments upon an interesting question of private inter- 
national law. A petition for divorce had been presented by a 
Frenchwoman who, some time ago, went through the form of 
marriage with a Chinaman, a member of the Chinese Legation in 
Paris. The husband was recalled by the Chinese Government and 
returned to China accompanied by his wife. The wife afterwards 
returned to France and commenced her suit. The points sub- 
mitted to the French court were by no means free from difficulty. 
It was objected, in the first place, that by the law of China the 
wife took the domicil of her husband, and, therefore, the court 
had no jurisdiction. But there were serious doubts as to the true 
effect of the Chinese law, and moreover, the marriage had not been 
celebrated according to Chinese rites, and it could not be assumed 
that it would be recognized as valid by the Chinese courts. Again, 
the husband had made no answer in the suit, so that it might be 
contended that no objection to the competence of the petitioner 
could be entertained. A further question presented itself: Did 
the Chinese law allow a divorce? The evidence went to shew 
that in China a divorce was allowed, but only at the suit of the 
husbard. The Third Chamber decided that a full inquiry upon 
these matters should be addressed to the French Minister at 
Pekin, and that the case should be adjourned until after the 
arrival of his report. 


The House of Lords, 

Taz Hovse of Lords has made such progress with its list of 
appeals that it is doubtful whether there will be a sufficient 
number of cases to occupy it during the ordinary Parliamentary 
Session as well as during the period devoted to legal work in 
the autumn, whether Parliament is in session or not. We are 
informed that a case which was before a county court judge in the 
middle of December last, and which subsequently passed through 
the Divisional Court and the Court of Appeal, was argued and 
judgment given by the House of Lords within less than five 
months from the commencement of the action. An instance of 
such remarkable speed could hardly be found in the Supreme 
Court of any civilized State. The Lord Chancellor has intimated 
that the House will only entertain an application to postpone the 
hearing of an appeal in cases where the reason for the indulgence 
is of a substantial character, and little difficulty has been 
experienced in enforcing this regulation. It would also appear, 
from a glance at the reports of some of the more recent cases, 
that the arguments of counsel and the opinions of the Peers 
occupy less time than was customary before Lord LoresurNn 
took his seat upon the woolsack. 


The Retiring Members of the Law Society Council. 


Iz wit be observed, with much regret, that in the notice.of 
the meeting of the Law Society to be held on the 10th of July it 
is intimated that three valuable members of the Couneil—Mr. 
Bristow, Mr. Goppen, and Mr. Grissix—will not seek re- 
election. The two first-named have both served the office of 
President, and Mr. Bristow has, we believe, been a member of 
the Council for over thirty years, while Mr. GoppEn has over 
twenty years’ service. Mr. Brisrow’s cheery countenance and 
executive ability will be greatly missed, and Mr. GoppEn’s ready 
and able pen will be not less missed on emergencies calling for 
the issue of pamphlets by the Council. They have well earned 
repose, but none the less is their retirement regretted. Mr. 
GeisBLe, whose connection with the Council is more recent, 
has proved himself a useful member, with vigorous and indepen- 
dent: yiews,.and we are sorry that the Council should lose his 
sor vices. 





The Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


WE peEstRe to draw the special attention of our readers to the 
jubilee year festival of this valuable society, which is to be held 
on the 18th inst. under the presidency of Sir Joun Hoviams. 
We trust that he will be supported by a large attendance, and 
that the subscription list of the society will be considerably 
augmented, 








Companies’ Debentures and Chattels. 


From time to time the question crops up in the courts as to what 
(if any) are the limits to be placed upon the decision of the Court 
of Appeal in Re Standard Manufacturing Co. (1891, 1 Ch. 627), 
with respect to the meaning of “incorporated company” in 
section 17 of the Bills of Sale Act, 1882. Section 17 says: 
‘‘ Nothing in this Act shall apply to any debentures issued by any 
mortgage, loan, or other incorporated company, and secured upon 
the capital stock or goods, chattels, and effects of such company.” 
The Standard Manufacturing Co. was a trading company in- 
corporated under the Companies Acts (then 1862 to 1867), and 
duly registered in the United Kingdom. The Court of Appeal 
held that the company’s debentures were, ‘‘so far as the Bills of 
Sale Act, 1882, is concerned expressly excepted from 
its operation by section 17,” and these debentures, therefore, did 
not require registration as bills of sale in order to be valid against 
execution creditors. 

The question has now been raised—apparently for the first 
time in the English courts—whether “ incorporated company” in 
section 17 includes a company incorporated in a part of the British 
dominions outside the United Kingdom, and not under the pro- 
visions of the Companies Acts, 1862 to 1907: Clark v. Balm, 
Hill, & Co. (1908, 1 K. B. 667). We briefly noticed this decision 
ante, p. 450; but it deserves fuller consideration from a different 
point of view. In this case it has been decided by PHILLIMORE, 
J., that such a company is included in the incorporated companies 
mentioned in section 17 of the Bills of Sale Act, 1882. The pro- 
ceedings took the form of an interpleader issue tried without a 
jury, the plaintiff being the receiver appointed by debenture- 
holders, and the defendants being execution creditors. The 
company—the Buhlmann Incandescent Syndicate (Limited)— 
was registered in Guernsey as a limited liability company, and 
the assets were all in London. ‘The debentures were issued in 
England, and were not registered either in England or Guernsey, 
and (as was admitted) the law of Guernsey has made no provision 
for the registration of debentures or charges created by a limited 
liability company. Puxrttuimore, J., held that the debentures 
did not require registration as bills of sale, and that the plaintiff 
was entitled to judgment on the ground that the company was an 
‘‘ incorporated company,” although incorporated by the law of 
Guernsey only, and not according to the law of the United 
Kingdom. He said: ‘‘ Why should I hesitate to hold it within 
section 17, especially if the company, though not a company 
incorporated according to the law of the United Kingdom, is 
nevertheless a company incorporated according to the laws in 
force in one portion of the British Empire under the sanction of 
the common sovereign ?” 

It may, perhaps, be doubted whether the distinction thus 
impliedly drawn between a “ foreign” company in the sense of 
one incorporated outside the British dominions, and a “ foreign” 
company in the sense of one incorporated outside the United 
Kingdom, is sound; nevertheless, such a distinction has more 
than once been referred to judicially. The door is, at any rate, 
left open for future decisions to the effect that purely foreign 
companies, incorporated outside the empire, are not included in 
the incorporated companies of section 17 of the Bills of Sale Act, 
1882. If, however, section 17 were so construed as to draw the 
dividing line between companies incorporated in the United 
Kingdom and companies incorporated elsewhere, there would be 
no necessity to distinguish between a British and a non-British 
incorporation. On principle, too, there does not appear to be 
sufficient reason for not construing the section in accordance 
with the ordinary presumption that legislation is intended to be 
territorial only. “ Prima facie the legislation of a country: is 
territorial . . . the language of an enactment, or the nature 
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of the subject-matter, may indicate an intention to the contrary ; 
but otherwise the prim@ facie presumption holds, and the statute 
applies only to acts within the r ”: per FietcHER Movutrton, 
L.J., in Moulis v. Owen (1907, 1 K. B., at p. 764). In the 
present case it is submitted that “‘ incorporated,” in section 17, 
should be read as meaning “incorporated in the United King- 
dom,’’ and that there is no sufficient intention shewn in the Bills 
ef Sale Act, 1882, to rebut the presumption that this is the 
meaning of the word. 

Although Clark v. Balm, Hill, §& Co. appears to be a case 
prime impressionis in England, a similar point has been raised in 
three Colonial cases, one in Western Australia, one in New South 
Wales, and one in New Zealand. Unfortunately, all these cases 
were decided about the same time, and in each case without any 
one of the others being referred to. The Western Australian 
case—Monger v. Clyde Gold Mines—was decided on the 20th of 
July, 1897, and is not reported; the following isa statement of 
the case in Hogg’s Hints on Conyeyancing in New South Wales, 
p. 288: “It was held that an execution creditor was entitled to 
certain chattels, which formed part of the property charged by the 
debentures of an English company—having its registered office in 
London and being registered in Western Australia and carrying 
on business there—as against the debenture-holders, on the ground 
that the debentures (being those of a foreign corporation) were 
not registered under the Bills of Sale Acts of Western Australia. 
The debentures were executed, and the money advanced, in London. 
The Bills of Sale Acts of Western Australia contain an enactment 
in the same words as section 17 of the English Act of 1882, by 
which the Acts do not apply to a company’s debentures ; 
‘company’ must therefore have been held not to include an 
English company.” This decision was given by the full court ; 
an appeal to the Privy Council was initiated, but abandoned. 

The New South Wales case is Braithwaite v. W. §& A. McArthur 
(Limited) (1898, 19 N. 8S. W. Eq. 158). The question was 
whether debentures given by a company incorporated in England 
under the Companies Acts, with a branch office in New South 
Wales, were invalid as to chattels in New South Wales for want 
of registration under the New South Wales Bills of Sale Acts. 
‘These Acts do not contain a provision in the words of section 17 
of the Bills of Sale Act, 1882, but resemble substantially the Act 
of 1878. It was held by A. H. Simpson, J., following Re 
Standard Manufacturing Co. (supra), that the debentures were 
not within the mischief of the local Acts, and that the necessity 
for registering the debentures—even in London—was sufficient 
to take them out of the provisions of the New South Wales Bills 
of Sale Acts; registration in New South Wales was, therefore, 
held to be unnecessary in order to give validity to the debentures. 
The learned judge, however, concluded his judgment by saying : 
‘* Whether registration as bills of sale would be necessary in the 
case of a foreign company, not being an English company, 
carrying on business here, is a matter on which I express no 
opinion.” It will be noticed that the necessity for registration in 
Guernsey did not exist in the case before Parttimorg, J. 

The New Zealand case—Geoghegan v. Greymouth, §c., Co. 
(1898, 16 N. Z. R. 749)—was decided by a court of five judges. 
The Chattels Transfer Act, 1889, contains an enactment nearly in 
the words of section 17 of the Bills of Sale Act, 1882, excluding 
from its operation “ debentures and interest coupons issued by any 


company or other corporate body, and secured upon the capital, | P® 


stock, or chattels of such company or other corporate body.” 
The question was raised in a contest between the debenture- 
holders and an execution creditor of a company incorporated in 
England under the Companies Acts, the debentures not being 
registered in New Zealand. It was held that registration in 
New Zealand was unnece , and the title of the debenture- 
holders prevailed. The court in their judgment simply followed Re 
Standard Manufacturing Co. (supra), so far as it related to section 
17 of the Bills of Sale Act, 1882 (see p. 644 of the report), with- 
out discussing the difficulty raised by the English incorporation of 
the company: “Their lordships [in Re Standard Manufacturing 
Co,] say simply (as we say in the present case) ‘that the debentures 
of companies are expressly excepted from’ the operation of the 
statute ’—section 17 of the Bills of Sale Act, 1882. It is here 
assumed without discussion that “‘ company’’ in the New Zealand 
enactment includes companies incorporated outside New Zealand, 


nothing being said as to any distinction between British and non- 
British incorporation. 

Of these three Colonial cases the New Zealand case agrees with 
the decision in Clark’ vy. Balm, Hill, & Co., and the Western 
Australian case is opposed to it, whilst the New South Walé® case 
(so far as it goes) is also somewhat against the English decision. 
On principle the conclusions of the two latter cases seem sounder 
than that of the New Zealand case, and it is submitted that 
the Court of Appeal may possibly reverse the decision of 
Parturmorg, J. 








Reviews. 


Books of the Week. 


An Everyday Guide for the Secretary, Vendor, Promoter, Director, 
Accountant, or Manager of a Limited Company; with a Note on 
Limited Partnerships. By T. Hauierr Fry, Barrister-at-Law, and 
T. Howarp DerautTon, Solicitor. Effingham Wilson. 

Light and Air: a Text-book in Tabulated Form for Architects, 
Surveyors, and Others, shewing what Constitutes Ancient Tight; 
How the Right is Acquired, Jeopardized, or Lost; Injuries Wi 
Remedy ; the Relative Position of Servient and Dominant Owners ; 


and Methods of i j 
Remember in ng for the Trial; and also Full Reports and 

i By the late Professor BANISTER FLETCHER, 
J.P., D.L., F.R.LB.A. Fifth Edition, Revised. By Banister F. 
FLercHer, Architect, and H. Puinurs Frercuer, Architect, 
Barristers-at-Law. With Numerous Diagrams and Twenty-seven 
Plates. B. T. Batsford. 


American Law Review, May—June, 1908. Editor: Onartzs E. 
GRINNELL. Reeves & Turner. 








Correspondence. 


Registered Charges of Leasehold Land. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 
Sir,—Has not your corres t in your issue of the 6th instant 
overlooked the possibility of the trustee in ee 
the lease before the chargee can his powers under sections 26 
and 27 of the Land Transfer Act, 1875? 
For, if so, and if the chargee takes no step, then, pending a sale, 


between the lessor and the chargee, qué chargee merely. 
@) Who would be the + gagietenedl peoptiehor ” of the ae = 
une 9. 4 





Amendment of the Bankruptcy Act. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 

Sir,—I see from the comets nee it is to reduce the 
limit of credit for un pts from £20 to £10, It is 
impossible to predict an Son See canes, © Se peek * te 
taken as a guide for the future. The Gazette shews ¢ men are 
made bankrupt three or four times without getting their 
and, as a creditor must have a debt of £50 before he can force 
debtor into bankruptcy, it follows that such debtor must have 
obtained credit for over £20. It is very unlikely he ever told the 


titioning creditor that he was an undisc bankrupt when 
he got such credit, and if he did, it is im ble that the 
whole of his creditors were so informed, yet there is no 
prosecution. It is absurd to assume that any creditor, having lost his 


money, will go to the further expense and waste of time of a prosecu- 
Treasury 


tion, and, the not moving in the matter, the bankrupt goes 
in . 

, however, the Act was amended by that an undischarged 
bankrupt, on his bankruptcy, shall be to have com- 





‘* Seisin” for Heriots. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly at 
Sir,—The decision of J., in C he v. Hi 1907, 
e Kekewich, AY. oper 7, 





1 Ch. 366) was correct enough as a decision, 
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the decision (so far as I can collect these from the report) are incon- 
clusive, and (as indicated in your leader of the 23rd ult.) were wrong. 

I imagine that the experience gained by Kekewich, J., as the 
judicial head of the Board of Agriculture (Copyhold Department) 
was the controlling influence which guided him to the correct 
conclusion. 

That the decision of Kekewich, J., was correct abundantly appears 
from the Copyhold Act, 1894, s. 2, and the official form of ‘‘ Award 
of Enfranchisement”’ under that Act, prescribed by the board for 
the enfranchisement of ancient freeholds. 

That is to say, in the case of ancient freeholds, it is not the ‘‘ owner” 
(either legal or equitable) of the ancient freeholds who is entitled to 
compel an enfranchisement, or who can have an enfranchisement 
compulsorily thrust upon him ; but it is the ‘‘ tenant” of the ancient 
freeholds, and the “tenant” only. And this you will find to be so if 
you can conveniently refer to the official form on p. 391 of Brown 
on Enfranchisements (3rd ed., 1903), and will com that form with 
the corresponding official form under the Copyhold Act, 1887, as that 
form is set out on p. 378 of Brown on Enfranchisements (1st ed., 1888). 

In the case of ancient freeholds, just as in the case of copyholds, 
the ‘‘ owner” (whether legal or equitable) of the hereditament, even 
although he should be fully ‘‘ seised” in the strictest sense of the word 
as between owner and owner (that is, as between freeholder and 
freeholder), is not ‘‘ seised ” at all qguoad the lord unless and until he 
has acknowledged to the lord his free tenure (in the case of ancient 
freeholds), or has been admitted by the lord (in the case of copyholds) ; 
and there are many cases which have established that. 

Then again, the decisions have established that the lord of the 
manor can only regard the title on his court rolls, which title is 
evidenced (in the case of copyholds) by the admittance on the court 
rolls, and (in the case of ancient freeholds) by the recognition of the 
lord on the court roll—and is evidenced by that evidence only. 

That being so, ycu can hardly conceive my surprise, that the Court 
of Appeal (Cozens-Hardy, M.R., and Buckley and Kennedy, L.JJ.) 
should have reversed the decision of Kekewich, J., merely because 
the grounds on which the learned judge proceeded were erroneous or 
not in point. 

It will be interesting to know what the Board of Agriculture 
(Copyhold Department) think of the decision of the Court of Appeal 
—and especially what Joyce, J., thinks of it, he being the present 
judicial head of the Board of Agriculture (Copyhold Department). 

But speaking for my own humble self, I consider, that the decision 
of the Court of Appeal (remaining unreversed) renders impossible the 
future working of the provisions relative to the enfranchisement of 
ancient freeholds contained in the Copyhold Act, 1894, and puts also 
completely out of joint the official forms issued by the Board of 
Agriculture for the enfranchisement of ancient freeholds. 

Also, apart altogether from the law and practice of enfranchise- 
ment, the decision of the Court of Appeal, if it shall remain 
unreversed, will prove (I foresee) destructive altogether of the heriots 
which lords of manors have hitherto received—the law which entitles 
the lord to his heriot being deemed an odious law; although why it 
should be deemed odious (being an ancient and accustomed perquisite) 
is beyond my comprehension. Lincoun’s Inn. 

[We must not be taken to agree with all our correspondent's 
views,—Ep, 8.J.] 


New Orders, &c. 


Crown Office Rules, 1906. 


THe Crimimnat APPEAL Act, 1907, SEc. 20 (3). 





The following paragraphs shall be added to Rule 17 of the Crown 
Office Rules, 1906, and shall be read with those Rules. 


RvuLE 17. 


Appeals under The Criminal Appeal Act, 1907, Section 20 (3), from 
convictions on highway indictments, shall be set down and entered at 
the Crown Office. 

On the setting down of an Appeal under the Criminal Appeal Act, 
1907, Section 20 (3), if the indictment has not already been removed 
into the King’s Bench Division for the purpose of trial, a Writ of 
Certiorari shall be issued to the appellant as a matter of course to 
remove the indictment and all things touching the same into the 
King’s Bench Division for the purpose of appeal to the Court of 
Appeal without any order or recognizances. 

(Signed) LoREBURN, C. 
ALVERSTONE, C.J. 
H, H. Cozens-Harpy, M.R. 
Rotanp L. VAUGHAN Witurams, L.J. 
J. GorELL Barnes, P. 
R, J. PARKER, J. 
CHRISTOPHER JAMES, 


3 June, 1908, 





Patents and Designs. 
Orver LIT. 


Parents AND Desians. 
Procedure in Actions for Infringements of Patents and under the Patents and 
Designs Act, 1907. 
1. In this Order :-— 


“The Act’’ means the Patents and Designs Act, 1907. 
‘‘The Comptroller’? means the Comptroller-General of Patents 

Designs and Trade Marks. : 

‘The Court” includes the Judge of the High Court for the time being 
selected by the Lord Chancellor as the Court for the purpose of 
hearing appeals and petitions under the Act. 

2. The Rules of the Supreme Court for the time being in force shall 
apply, so far as may be practicable (unless by the Act or by these Rules 
otherwise expressly provided), to all proceedings before the Court under 
the Act. In particular, if the Court is for the time being a Judge of the 
Chancery Division, the provisions of Order 5, Rule 9 (a) shall appl to all 
such proceedings, as being business assigned to the Court wi the 
meaning of that Rule. 

3. In the case of petitions for extension of the term of a patent under 
Section 18 of the Act, the following Rules shall apply :— 

(a.) A party intending to apply by Petition under Section 18 of the 
Act shall give public notice by advertising three times in the 
“London Gazette ’’ and once at least in a London Daily 
newspaper, the price of which is not less than one penny. 

(4.) If the Applicant’s principal place of business is situated in the 
United Kingdom at a distance of 15 miles or more from 
Charing Cross he shall also advertise once at least in some 
local newspaper published or circulating in the town or 
district where such place of business is situated. If the 
Applicant has no med place of business, then if he carries on 
the manufacture of anything made under his specification in 
the United Kingdom at a distance of 15 miles or more from 
Charing Cross he shall advertise once at least in some local 
newspaper published or circulating in the town or district 
where he carries on such manufacture. If he has no such 

lace of business and carries on no such manufacture in the 
Tnitea Kingdom, then if he resides in the United Kingdom 
at a distance of 50 miles or more from Charing Cross he shall 
advertise once at least in some newspaper published or circu- 
lating in the town or district where he resides. ; x 

(c.) The Applicant shall in his advertisements state the object of his 
petition and shall give notice of the day (which if the Court 
is for the time being a Judge of the Chancery Division shall 
be an ordinary Petition day) on which he intends to apply to 
the Court for a day to be fixed before which the Petition 
shall not be in the paper for hearing (hereinafter called 
**the appointed day hich first mentioned day shall not 
be less than four weeks from the date of the publication of 
the last of the advertisements to be inserted in the ‘‘ London 
Gazette.”” Every such advertisement shall state an address 
within the United Kingdom for service on the applicant of 
any document requiring servive under this rule. He shall 
also give ealies tek notices of objection must be lodged as 
hereinafter provided before such day so named in the said 
advertisements. A copy of such advertisement shall be 
forwarded by the Applicant to the Solicitor for the Board of 
Trade at the same time as the first advertisement is sent to 
the ‘‘ London Gazette ”’ and the Board of Trade shall there- 
upon cause such advertisement to be inserted in the three 
following issues of the Illustrated Official Journal (Patents). 

(d.) A Petition under Section 18 of the Act must be presented 
within one week from the publication of the last of the 
advertisements required to be published in the ‘‘ London 
Gazette” and a copy of the Petition must within the same 
time be furnished to the Solicitor to the Board of Trade. 
Such Petition shall be made returnable for the day named in 
the advertisements. ’ : 

(e.) The Petition must be accompanied by an affidavit or affidavits 
of advertisements having been published by the Petitioner 
according to the requirements of Rules (a), (4), and (c) hereof. 
The statements contained in such affidavit or affidavits may 
be disputed upon the hearing. 3 

(f.) Upon the day named in the advertisements the Petition shall 
appear in the Court List, and the Petitioner shall apply to 
the Court to fix the appointed day. 

(g.) The Petitioner shall forthwith after the appointed day has been 
fixed give public notice of the same by advertising once at 
least in the ‘‘ London Gazette.’’ 

(A.) A party presenting a Petition under Section 18 of the Act must 
lodge as hereinafter provided a copy thereof with two printed 
copies of the Specification of his Patent. : 

(i.) The Petitioner shall also lodge as hereinafter provided, not less 
than three weeks before the appointed day, two copies of the 
balance sheet of expenditure and receipts relating to the 

tent in question which accounts are to be proved on oath 
fore the Court at the hearing. He shall also at the same 
time furnish three copies of the specification and of the said 
balance sheet te the Solicitor to the Board of Trade, and 
shall upon receiving two days’ notice give the Solicitor 
to the of Trade or any person deputed by him for 
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the purpose reasonable. facilities for and taking 

extracts from the books of account erence to which he 

proposes to verify the said balance sheet or from which the 

= for making up the said balance sheet have been 
erived. 

(j.) Any person desirous of opposing the prayer of a Petition under 
under Section 18 of the Act shall lodge as hereinafter 
provided a notice that he intends so to oppose and giving an 
address in the United Kingdom for pen of any document 
requiring service under this rule. Such persons shall at 
the same time serve upon the Petitioner a copy of such 
notice. Such notices shall be respectively lodged and served 
before the day named in the Petitioner’s advertisements as 
that on which he intends to apply to the Court for the 
appointed day to be fixed. 

(k.) The Petitioner shall forthwith upon receipt of such notice serve 
a copy of his Petition upon each m giving such notice. 

(2.) Every person giving such notice as aforesaid shall within three 
weeks after service of the Petition upon him lodge as herein- 
after provided two copies and serve upon the Petitioner one 
copy and lodge with the Solicitor of the Board of Trade three 
copies in writing of Particulars of the Objections upon which 
he intends to rely against the granting of the Prayer of the 
Petition. 

(m.) Avy person who shall not within the said three weeks lodge and 
serve such Particulars of Objections as aforesaid shall be 
deemed to have abandoned his opposition. 

(n.) No person who has delivered such Particulars of Objections 
shall be entitled to oppose the granting of the Prayer of the 
Petition on any grounds not stated in such Partionlass. 

(0.) Any person who has lodged notice that he intends to oppose 
the granting of the Prayer of the Petition shall be entitled to 
be heard on the application to fix the appointed day, and 
every person who has lodged and served Partic’ of 
Objection shall be served by the Petitioner with notice of 
the appointed day. 

(p.) The Petition shall not be entered in the list for Trial until the 
expiration of the time limited for the lodging and service of 
the Particulars of Objections, and shall only be entered for 
trial on the lodging of an affidavit on behalf of the Petitioner 
that all persons who have served him with Notice of Inten- 
tion to Oppose the Prayer of his Petition have been served 
with copies of the Petition. The Petition shall, if and 
so long as the Court is a Judge of the Chancery Division and 
subject to any direction of the Court to the contrary be set 
down in the same manner as if it had been a witness action 
assigned to that Judge and shall be marked in the witness 
list not before the of 190 _—rbeing 
the appointed day. 

(q-) Any persons who have delivered Particulars of Objections shall 
be entitled, at their own expense, to obtain from the 
— copies of the accounts which have been lodged by 

im. 

(r.) All Petitions, documents, and copies by these Rules required to 
be lodged shall if and so long as the Court is a Judge of the 
Chancery Division be 1 at the Chambers of the Judge, 
and subject as aforesaid shall be lodged with such m and 
at such place as the Court may from time to time t. 

(s.) The Court may excuse Petitioners and Opponents from com- 
pliance with any of the requirements of these Rules and may 
give such directions in matters of procedure and practice 
under Section 18 of the Act as it shall consider to be just and 
expedient. 

(t.) The Comptroller if he elects or is directed to appear on the 
question of granting the prayer of any Petition under 
Section 18 of the Act shall not be required to give notice on 
the grounds of any objection he may think fit to take or of 
any evidence which he may think fit to place before the 
Court. 

(w.) The Court may in cases where opposition has been entered to 
the prayer of a Petition under Section 18 of the Act give 
costs to or against such opponents. 

(v.) In the event of the Court refusing the prayer of the Petition 
the Court shall not except under special circumstances give 
more than one set of costs amongst all the opponents. 

(w.) The Comptroller-General and the Board of Trade shall not be 
entitled to any costs on or in relation to their appearance on 
or opposition to the granting of the prayer of a Petition. 

(z.) Service of any document re g service under this rule may 
be made by enclosing such document in a prepaid registered 
letter and posting such letter to the person required to be 
served at his address for service. 

4, All appeals to the Court from any decision of the Comptroller under 
Sections 20, 26, or 27 of the Act shall be brought by Petition presented to 
the Court within one calendar month of the decision of the Comptroller 
or within such further time as the Court may under special circumstances 
allow. Kach such Petition shall state the nature of the decision appealed 
against, and whether the appeal is from the whole, or part only, and if so, 


what part of such decision, It shall also state contisely the grounds of 

the appeal, and no grounds, other than those so stated, shall, except with 

the leave of the Court to be given on such terms and conditions as may 

seem just, be allowed to be taken by the Ap 
5. Every appeal to the Court under 


t at the h . 
ms 20, 26, or 27 of the Act 





shall, if and so long as the Court is a Judge of the Chancery Division, and 
subject to any direction of the Court to the contrary, be set down in the 
same manner as if it were a Witness Action assigned to such Judge and be 
heard and disposed of in due course. ; 

6. In all proceedings before the Court under Sections 20, 26, and 27 of 
the Act, the evidence used shall be the same as that used at the hearing 
before the Comptroller and no further evidence shall be given e t by 
= _— of the Court on application to be made to the Court at or ah 

e hearing. . . 

7. In all Petitions referred by the Board of Trade to the Court under 
Section 24 of the Act the following Rules shall apply :— 

(.) No evidence shall be given u any issues other than those 
raised upon the original tion before the Board of Trade. 

(b.) Every person who has given notice of opposition in accordance 
with the Patent Rules, 1908, shall be entitled to be heard.on 
such Petition and the Court may direct the Petition to be 
served or notice thereof to be given to such other person or 
persons as may be thought desirable. 

(c.) The Petition shall if and so long as the Court be a Judge of the 
Chancery Division and subject to any direction of the Court 
to the cont be set down in the same manner as if it were 
a Witness Action assigned to such Judge. 

(d.) The Petition shall be heard by the Court asa Witness Action 
and shall come on in due course in the Witness List. 


8. In all proceedings before the Court under the Act the Court shall 
have all the Bes gees by the Act vested in the Comptroller and may make 
any Order w might, or ought to, have been e by the Comptroller. 

9. In all a before the Court under the Act the costs of and 
incident thereto, including the costs of h before the Comptroller or 
the Board of Trade, as the case may be, shall bein the discretion of the 
Court (except as hereinbefore expressly provided in the case of Petitions 
under Section 18 of the Act). 

10. If a Defendant in an action for infringement of a patent intends to 
rely as a defence to such action on the insertion by the Patentee in any 
contract or contracts of y fg which by virtue of Section 38 of the 
Act is null and void, he s deliver with his defence full particulars of 
the dates of and parties to all contracts on which he intends to rely 
as containing any such condition, and of the particular conditions 
in any such contracts on which he intends to rely as being b: 
virtue of that section null and void, and save as appears from | 
particulars, no defence shall be available to him in such action under Sub- 
section (4) of that Section. Provided that particulars delivered under this 
rule may be from time to time amended by leave of the Court. 

11. Any person presenting a Petition for the revocation of a Patent 
under Section 25 of the Act must deliver with his Petition Particulars of 
the Objections to the validity of the ton which he means to rely, and 
no evidence shall, except by leave of the Court, be admitted in proof of 
any objection of which particulars are not so delivered. 

12. The Respondent to a Petition for the revocation of a Patent under 
Section 25 the Act shall be entitled to begin and give evidence in —_ 
of the patent and if the Petitioner gives evidence impeaching the validity 
of the patent the Respondent shall be entitled to reply. 

13. In an action for.infringement of a patent the Plaintiff must deliver 
with his Statement of Claim particulars of the breaches relied upon. 

14. In an action for ment of a patent the Defendant if he 
disputes the validity of the patent must deliver with his Defence, 
Particulars of the Objections on which he relies in support of such 
invalidity. 

15. A defendant in an action for infringment of a patent who under 
Section 32 of the Act counterclaims in the action for the revocation of the 
patent shall with his counterclaim deliver Particulars of any Objection to 
the validity of the patent on which he relies in support of his counter- 
claim. 

16. Particulars of Breaches shall specify which of the claims in the 
Specification of the patent sued upon are al to be infringed and shall 
give at least cne instance of each type of infringement of which complaint 
is made. 

17. Particulars of Objections (whether delivered with the Defence in an 
action for infringement of patent or with a Petition for Revocation under 
Section 25 of the Act or with a Counterclaim for Revocation under Section 
32 of the Act) must state every ground upon which the validity of the 
patent is disputed and must give such particulars as will clearly define 
every issue which it is in to raise. 

18. If one of the objections taken in the Particulars of Objections be 
want of novelty tho i must state the time and place of the 

revious publication or user alleged, and if it be alleged that the invention 
Pas been’ used prior to the date of the tent must also s the names 
of the persons or person who are to have made su or user and 
whether such prior user is ee eee down to the date of 
the patent, and if not, the and latest dates on which suc 
user is alleged to have taken place, and shall also contain a description 
(accompanied by drawings if necessary) sufficient to identify such 
prior user, and if such user relates to any machinery or apparatus 
peay yaeaet the same is in existence and where the same can be 
ins , 

No evidence at variance with any statement contained in the Particulars 
shall be given in support of any objection, and no evidence as to any 
machinery or @ which } is to have been used to 
the date ‘of the saleat und hich isin @aistence oh the date of the very 
of the Particulars shall be receivable 
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aes has used his best endeavours to obtain inspection of the same 
the other les to the proceedings. 

19. of Breaches and Particulars of Objection may from time 
to time be amended by leave of the Court upon such terms as may be just. 

20. Further and better Particulars of Breaches or Particulars of Objec- 
tions may at any time be ordered by the Court. 

21. At the hearing of any Action, Petition or Counterclaim relating to a 
patent no evidence shall except by leave of the Court (to be given 
upon such terms as to the Court may seem just) be admitted in proof of 
any alleged infringement or objection not raised in the Particulars of 
Breaches or Objections respectively. 

22. On taxation of costs in any action or counterclaim for infringement 
of patent or in any Petition for Revocation of a patent under Section 25 of 
the Act or in any Counterclaim for Revocation of a patent under Section 
32 of the Act the following provision shall apply, that is to say :— 

If the Action Petition or Counterclaim proceeds to trial on any 

t no costs shall be allowed ir respect of any issues raised in the 

ulars of Breaches or Particulars of Objections and relating to 
that patent to the parties delivering the same respectively except in so 
far as such Particulars are certified by the Court to have been proven 
or to have been reasonable and proper without regard to the general 
costs of the case but subject as aforesaid the costs of the issues raised 
by the Particulars of Breaches and the Particulars of Objections shall 
be in the discretion of the Taxing Master. 

23, Where an application is made by a Patentee for leave to amend his 
Specification by way of disclaimer under Section 22 of the Act, the follow- 
ing rules shall apply :— 

(4.) The application shall be made by motion in the proceedings 
pending before the Court and notice of such motion together 
with a King’s Printers’ copy of the Specification showing in 
red ink the amendment proposed to be made shall be served 
on the parties to such proceedings and in the first instance 
upon such parties only. 

(5.) On the hearing of such motion the Court shall decide whether 
and on what terms as to costs or otherwise the application 
shall be allowed to proceed and if the application be allowed 
to proceed shall give directions as to whether such applica- 
tion shall be heard on oral or Affidavit evidence and if on 
Affidavit evidence shall fix the times within which the 
Affidavits shall be filed by the parties respectively and by any 
other person entitled to be heard under the Act or these rules. 

(c.) If the application be allowed to proceed the Applicant shall 
forthwith serve the Comptroller with a copy of the notice of 
motion together with such copy Specification as aforesaid 
and also a copy of the order allowing the application to 
proceed, and also with the name and address of the Appli- 
cants’ Solicitor and the proposed amendment shall be 
advertised in the Illustrated Official Journal (Patents), such 
advertisement stating that any person desiring to oppose the 
amendment must within fourteen days of the issue of the 
advertisement give notice in writing of such desire to the 
Applicant’s Solicitor, whose name and address for that pur- 
pose shall be also stated in the advertisement. Any person 
giving such notice shall be entitled to be heard upon the 
hearing of the motion. 

(4.) Within seven days after the receipt of any such notice the 
Applicant shall, if the person giving such notice shall have 
stated therein an address for service within the United 
Kingdom, serve on such person a copy of the notice of 
motion together with such copy of the Specification as afore- 
said, and also a copy of the order allowing the application 

to proceed. Such service may be made by prepaid registered 
letter sent to such person through the post at his address for 


service. 

(e.) In the case of an application directed to be heard on oral 
evidence the Applicant shall as soon as he shall have com- 
plied with the requirements of the preceding rules set the 
same down for hearing in the witness list and in the case of 
an application directed to be heard on Affidavit evidence the 
Applicant shall after such compliance as aforesaid and after 
the times fixed for filing evidence have expired set the same 
down for hearing in the non-witness list and the application 
so set down shall be heard and disposed of in due course. 

(f.) Where the Court allows a Specification to be amended the 
Applicant shall forthwith lodge with the Comptroller an 
office copy of the order allowing such amendment, and the 
Comptroller shall advertise the same once at least in the 
Illustrated Official Journal (Patents). He shall also if 
required so to do by the Court or by the Comptroller leave at 
the Patent Office a new Specification and Drawings as 
amended, the same being pre as far as may be in 
accordance with the rules of the Patent Office for the time 
being in force. 

24, These Rules may be cited as the Rules of the Supreme Oourt 
(Patents and Designs), 1908, and shall be read with tlie Rules of the 
Supreme Court, 1883. 

(Signed) Lorzsurn, C. 
Auvenrstong, O.J. 
H. H, Cozens-Harpy, M.R. 
Rotanp L. Vavcnan Wuu1ams, L.J, 
J. Gorett Barnes, P 
R. J. Parker, J. 


The Merchant Shipping Act, 1906. 


Ruxges oy Court ron Apreats unpER THE Mescuant Surerine Acr, 1906, 
Secrion 


The following Rules may be cited as the Merchant Shipping Rules, 
1908 :— 

1. Every Appeal shall be to a Divisional Court of the Probate Divorce 
and Admiralty Division of the High Court and shall be conducted in 
accordance with the conditions and regulations following (namely) :— 

(a) The appellant shall, within the time hereinafter mentioned serve on 
such of the other parties to the proceedings as he may consider to be 
directly affected by the appeal, notice in writing of his intention to appeal, 
and shall also, within two days after setting down the appeal give to the 
said parties notice of the general grounds of the appeal. 

(6) Notice of appeal shall be served within three months from the date 
on which the order or decision is pronounced. it . 

(c) The Court of Appeal may, whether the time for giving any notice has 
expired or not, extend such time and may order service by post or 
substituted service, 

(4) The Court of Appeal may order that an appeal by one or more 
persons aggrieved shall sgeethe as an appeal by and bind the rights of all 
other persons similarly affected by the same decision. nies 

(e) The appellant shall before the appeal is heard give such security, if 
any, by deposit of money or otherwise, for the costs to be occasioned by 
the appeal, as the Court of rs sg may direct. : gin ; 

(f) The appellant shall, before the expiration of the time within which 
notice of appeal may be given, leave with the officer for the time being 
appointed for that purpose by the Court of Appeal a copy of the notice of 
appeal, and the officer shall thereupon set down the appeal by entering it 
in the proper list. . . 

(g) The Court of Appeal may, if it thinks it necessary, be assisted by not 
less than two assessors to be selected, in the discretion of that Court, 
having regard to the nature of each case, from either or both of the 
following classes :— 

1. Elder Brethren of the Trinity House, - 

2. Persons approved from time to time by the Secretary of State as 
assessors for the purpose of formal investigations into shipping 
casualties under Sections 466 and 467 of the Merchant Shipping 
Act, 1894, 

(h) The Court of A may, if it thinks fit, order any other person, 
otal than the a iat Eevel Mer po ao of appeel, to be ~— =e 
ty or ies to the proceedings for the purposes of the appeal, on 6 
one wits respect to a and otherwise as the Court of Appeal may 
think fit, Any party to the proceedings may object to the appearance on 

the appeal of any other party to the proceedings as unnecessary. 

(i) The evidence taken before the Naval Court from whose order or 
decision the appeal is brought shall be proved before the Court of Appeal 
by the report of the Naval Court to the Board of Trade under Section 484 
of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, or by such other materials as the 
Court of Appeal thinks expedient; and a copy of such report and of the 
notice of the general grounds of the appeal shall be left with the officer 
for the time being appointed for that purpose by the Court ye tiny og 
before the appeal comes on for hearing. For the purpose of this Rule, 
copies of the report shall be supplied to the appellant, on request, by the 
Board of Trade, on payment of the usual charge for copying. 

(j) The Court of Appeal shall have full power to receive further evidence 
on questions of fact, such evidence to be either by oral examination in 
Court, by affidavit, or by deposition taken before an examiner or commis- 
sioner. Evidence may also be given with special leave of the Court of 
Appeal as to matters which have since the date of the order or 
discussion from which the py is brought. 

(&) The Court of Appeal shall have power to make such order as to the 
whole or any part of the costs of and occasioned by the appeal as the 
Court may think just. 

(i) Subject to the foregoing provisions of this Rule every appeal shall be 
conducted under and in accordance with the general rules and regulations 
applicable to ordinary proceedings before the Court of Appeal, but there 
shall not be anything in the nature of pleadings other than the notice of 
the general grounds of the appeal, except by special permission of the 
Court of A > 

(m) On 7 pe of an appeal the Court of Appeal shall send to 
the Board of Trade a report of the case in such form as the Court of Appeal 


may think fit. . 
(Signed) 


J. Gorett Barnes, P. 
R, J. Panxer, J 
CHRISTOPHER JAMES. 


The 3rd day of June, 1908. 





The Bankruptcy Act, 1883. 


Whereas by Section 67 (Sub-section 1) of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, 
i fs enacted Ciah the Board of Trade may, from time to time, by Order 
direct that any of its officers mentioned in the Order shall be capable of 





CuRIsTOPHER Jamés. 


The 3rd day of June, 1908, 


discharging the duties of any Official Receiver during any tem 
poraman g Bve office, or during the temporary absence of any Oficial. 
Receiver through illness or otherwise. i 
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Now, it is ordered, and the Board of Trade do hereby direct, that the 
following person, being an Officer of the said Board (that is to say) :— 
Joszex Grorcs Wiis, Esq., 

Ing -General in Bankruptcy, 
shall be capable of discharging the duties of any Official Rebdver during 
any temporary vacancy in the office, or during the temporary absence of 
any Official Receiver through illness or otherwise. 

Dated the 30th day of May, 1908. 
(Signed) Wrxsron 8. Cuurcaitt, 
President of the Board of Trade. 








CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 


Solicitors’. Cases. 
SADD v. GRIFFIN. C.A. No. 1. 3rd June. 


Soticiror—Bitt or Oosrs—‘‘ Dispursements ’’—Fers tro Counset Nor 
Pato wHEN Bitt Deutverrp—Sotrcrrors Act, 1843 (6 & 7 Vicr. c. 73), 
s. 37. 


‘* Disbursements ’” in section 37 of the Solicitors Act, 1843, means disburse- 
ments actually made when the bill of costs is delivered by the solicitor to the client. 
Therefore counsel's fees which have not been paid when the bill of costs is delivered 
ought not to be included in the bill, and must be disallowed on taxation of the b.U 
under the section, 


Appeal from an order of Jelf, J., at chambers, refusing to direct a review 
“of taxation of a solicitor’s bill of costs. The plaintiff, who was a solicitor, 
claimed in the action to recover £208 6s. as the balance due to him for 
fees, charges, and disbursements for work done as solicitor for the 
defendant. A signed bill of costs was delivered more than one month 
before action brought. Proceedings were taken under order 14 and in 
bankruptcy, the defendant made two payments on account, and esub- 
sequently judgment by consent was signed for £185. The defendant 
thereupon took out a summons to have the bill of costs taxed, and that 
the judgment should stand only for such amount as might be found due 
on taxation. An order for taxation was made. The total amount of the 
bill was £301 2s. 6d., and it included items for counsel’s fees amounting 
to £54 6s. 6d. These fees had not been paid when the bill was delivered, 
nor when the order to tax was made. On taxation the master disallowed 
these items, but upon objections being carried in to the disallowances, h- 
allowed the taxation of these items to stand over so as to give the plaintifi 
an opportunity to pay the fees to counsel. The plaintiff paid the fees to 
counsel, and the taxing-master made his final certific,ta allowing tle 
items, a sum less than one-sixth being taxed off the bill. The defendant 
carried in objections to the allowance of these items, but Jelf, J., refused 
to order a review of taxation. The defendant appealed. The question 
was whether the word “‘ disbursements ’’ in section 37 of the Solicitors Act 
1843, was confined to moneys paid at the time when the bill was delivered, 
or included moneys which the solicitor was liable to pay. 

Tue Court (Fiercuer Movutron and Farwr11, L.JJ.) having taken time 
to consider the matter and to consult the taxing-masters, allowed the 


appeal. 

Farwe.t, L.J., read the following judgment of the court: This is a 
taxation under the Solicitors Act, 1843, and to such a taxation considera- 
tions different from those applicable to a party and party taxation apply. 
It was laid down in Davis v. Earl of Dysart (4 W. R. 41, 21 Beav. 124, at 
p. 132) that ‘‘ the bill of costs, as between party and , is always 
susceptible of being added to or varied after it has been brought into the 
office. In this respect it is quite different from a bill of costs taxed under 
the statute, where an alteration cannot be made as against the client, 
except with his consent, after the bill has been brought in for taxation. 
In cases of taxation of costs as between party and party, the bill of costs 
is analogous to a mere state of facts, and is a claim by one party against 
another party to a suit, and it may be amended, in any way and at any 
time, before the taxation is concluded.’’ The Act of 1843 imposes on a 
solicitor the duty of sending to his client a signed bill of his fees, charges, 
and disbursements; until he has done this and a month has elapsed he can 
bring no action to recover them. If and when he does sue, he sues on the 
bill 80 delivered and no other. If theclient pays without taxation, he pays 
the bill so delivered ; and if he wishes for taxation before sapere, is 
the bill so delivered that is sent to taxation. There is but one bill, and 
ite delivery is a condition precedent to payment. The Act requires the 
bill to include disbursements—that is ({ quote Murray’s Dictionary), 
“that which has been disbursed ; money paid out; expenditure.” It is 
clear that the money must have been paid x order to Be one an action on 
the bill. See Holmes v. Penney (9 Ex. 584, at p. 588), w Baron Parke 
says: ‘‘ We never entertained any doubt that an attorney cannot charge 
for counsel’s fees which have not been paid. In point of law they are 
gratuities ; and, as he has not paid them, with t to them he is not a 
farthing out of pocket.”’ It is equally clear that a solicitor cannot properly 
accept payment of the bill unless he has paid the alleged disbursements ; 
and, if he did so, he would run considerable risk of being struck off the 
rolls (see Re A Solicitor, 27 Soxrcrrons’ Journat, 683); and it is settled 
beyond controversy that the solicitor is for the pu: of taxation bound 
by the bill which he has delivered, and cannot alter it without leave 
of the court or the consent of the : Re Thompson (34 W, R. 
112, at p. 113,.30 Ch. D. 441, at p. 448) where Lord Justice 
Cotton says: ‘‘ Now, it has been well established that, when s 
solicitor sends in his bill, he gives the client to whom he sends it a right. 
to have that bill taxed. That rule was laid down to prevent any attempt 


taxation, and then, when taxation was insisted on or threatened, sending 
in another bill which they knew The 
carried so far that even where objections have been made 
items of a bill delivered, and the solicitors have, with the assent.af_ the 
client, taken back the 


g 
| 
E 
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to counsel, which, by delivering 
paid, and he is bound by that statement. When it is 
incorrect, the items cannot be allowed ; for such allo 

enable him to turn an amount which, when the bill was delivered, 
was a liability not enforceable at law into an actual payment. We 
have consulted one of the senior taxing-masters, but thore officers are 
not unanimous in their opinion on the I 

expressed my opinion—in which my brother Fletcher Moulton concurs—~ 
on principle. There is but one bill intended by the Act, whether forthe 
purpose of payment without action or taxation, or for s 
action, or for the p of taxation. It is necessary, in 
honesty, and in order to remove temptation, that the disbursements should 
be made before the bill is paid. We hold, therefore, that for the purposes 
of taxation under the Solicitars Act ‘‘ disbursements ’’ mean actual pay~ 
ments before the delivery of the bill, and that any. sums claimed in the 
bil] as disbursements and not paid before ita delivery mnst be disallowed. 
—CounseL, Rawlinson, K.C., and Douglas Hagg; C. A. Russell, K.O., 
R. J. Willis. Sourervrorns, Sadd § Stollard ; George Castle. 


[Reported by W. F. Bary, Barrister-at-Law.} 
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| Bankruptcy Cases. 


Re A DEBTOR. Ez parte PAYE AND SKIPP. C.A. No. 2. 
22nd May. 

Banxevptcy—Banxkrvurtcy Norice—Norice Nor my Acconpance with 
Terms or Jupoment—Banxrvuptrcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr. c, 52), 
s. 4, sun-section 1 (6). 

Judgment having been obtained by William Paye and William Skipp, trading 
as the Hertingfordburu Brick Co., a bankruptcy notice was issued thereon requir 
i-g the d-btor to pay the amount of the judgment to William Paye, of Oak Vella, 
Enfield Highway, Middlesex, and William Skipp, of Hope House, Ware, Herts, 

Held (by Cozens-Hardy, M.R., and Kennedy, L.J., Buckley, L.J., dia 
senting), that the bankruptey notice was not in accordance with the terms of the 
judgment, was caleulated to mislead the debtor, and must be set aside. 


Appeal against an order of Mr. Registrar Giffard setting aside a bank- 
ruptcy notice on the ground that it was not in accordance with the terms 
of the judgment. On the 29th of July, 1907, the judgment creditors 
issued a writ against the debtor for the price of goods sold and delivered, 
The writ was issued at the suit of William Paye and William Ski 
trading as the Hertingfordbury Brick Co. William Paye was 
as of Oak Villa, Enfield Highway, Middlesex; William Skipp as of re od 
House, Ware, Hertfordshire. Judgment thereon was signed on the 
of September. The judgment was headed “ Between William Paye and 
William Skipp, trading as the Hertingfordbury Brick Oo., plaintiffs,” 
and went on: ‘‘It is this day adjudged that the plaintiffs recover 
against the said defendants,” &c. debtor at various times paid 
sums on account of the judgment, but eventually the creditors issued 
a bankruptcy notice for balance on the 24th of February, 1908. 
The bankruptcy notice was entitled: ‘‘ ReThe Debtor, Bz parte William Paye 
and William Skipp, trading as the Hertingfordbury Brick Co.” ; but the 
operative part of the notice was worded: ‘‘ Take notice that within seven 
days after service of this notice on you. excluding the day of such service, 
you must pay to William Paye, of Oak Villa, Enfield 'y, Middlesex ; 
and William Skipp, of Hope House, Ware, Hertf fre, the sum of 
£50 12s. 6d., claimed by them as being the balance of the amount due 
on a final judgment obtained by them against you in the King’s Bench 
Division of the High Court, dated the 2nd of September, 1907.” The 
indorsement on the notice was worded : ‘* If, however, you have a counter- 
claim, set-off, or cross-demand which equals or exceeds the amount 

William Skipp, 


of 
could not set up in the action in which the said j 
obtained, you must within three days apply to the court to set aside this 
notice by filing with the registrar an 
The registrar set the bankruptey notice aside, as 
the terms of the judgment, on the authority of Re Howes, Ex parte Hughes 
(40 W. R. 647; 1892, 2 Q. B. 
and it was contended on their behalf that there was nothing in the bank- 
ruptcy notice which was likely to embarrass the debtor, for although the 
Ca os Tatiag ia pesteaetigs the Gittee SIGk have knows thst thar 
them as 7 ve 

trading a _ 





» were whom he was to pay. In ssent case 
| the bankruptcy notice clearly set out, the = ae De 
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pay, and there was nothing in it to mislead him. Counsel for the debtor 
contended that the notice was not in accordance with the terms of the 
judgment, and was calculated to mislead the debtor in two points. The 
judgment was in the name of Paye and Skipp, trading as the Herting- 

bury Brick Co. ‘The bankruptcy notice required the debtor to 
pay both Paye and Skipp separately in their individual capacities. It was 
practically impossible for him to carry out the terms of the notice, unless, 
perhaps, he were to arrange for both Paye and Skipp to be present at 
some place simultaneously and there offer the money to both of them. 
The second point in the bankruptcy notice calculated to mislead the 
debtor was in the indorsement which invited him to apply to set aside the 
bankruptcy notice if he had a counterclaim ‘‘ against William Paye 
and William Skipp, trading as the Hertingfordbury Brick Co.’’ Thus 
the! notice, though appearing to claim payment from Paye and Skipp 
individually, purported to exclude the debtor from raising any counter- 
claim he might have against them individually. It was a more embarrass- 
ing notice than that which was dealt with in Re Howes. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R.—In my opinion the decision of the learned 
registrar was right. I approach the question impressed with the idea 
that a bankruptcy notice, which is the foundation of a bankruptcy, is a 
matter in which great strictness is required, and, so far as I am aware, 
always has been required, since the Bankruptcy Act, 1883. There is no 
need to quote authority on this point since it has been admitted by both 
sides. ‘The notice in the present case was given in pursuance of section 4, 
sub-section 1 (7), of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, the material portions of 
which are as follows: ‘‘(1) A debtor commits an act of bankruptcy in 
each of the following cases: (7) If a creditor has obtained a final judg- 
ment against him for any amount, and, execution thereon not having been 
stayed, has served on him a bankruptcy notice under this Act, 
requiring him to pay the judgment debt in accordance with the terms of 
the judgment . . and he does not, within seven days after service 
of the notice either comply with the requirements of the 
notice or satisfy the court that he has a counterclaim, set-off, or 
cross-demand which equals or exceeds the amount of the judgment 
debt, and which he could not set up in the action in which the judg- 
ment was obtained.’’ In the present case the creditors sued as William 
Paye and William Skipp, trading as the Hertingfordbury Brick Co., 
as partners, but the bankruptcy notice requires payment to them as 
two individuals—William Paye, of Oak Villa, Enfield Highway, in 
the County of Middlesex; and William Skipp, of Hope House, Ware, 
in the county of Herts; that is to say, it requires payment to two 
when, under the judgment, payment to one would have been sufficient. 
Although the present case is not identical with Re Howes, I think that in 
some respects it is a stronger case. There judgment was obtained in 
favour of ‘‘ Hughes and others,’’ and the bankruptcy notice required pay- 
ment to ‘‘ Hughes and others, trustees’’ of a certain charity. The notice, 
therefore, contained a further description of the persons to whom payment 
was to be made, but because the notice contained this addition, which was 
in accordance with the fact, the Court of Appeal held that it was not in 
accordance with the terms of the judgment, and set it aside. In the 
present case I think that the notice was more calculated to perplex 
the debtor than the notice in Re Howes, and that the appeal should be 
dismissed. 

Bucxuey, L.J.—I do not wish to throw any doubt on the decisions 
requiring that bankruptcy notices should be strictly construed, but, 
having all of them in mind, I cannot see any defect in the present 
notice. ‘The writ was issued by Paye and Skipp, trading as the Hert- 
ingfordbury Brick Oo., and was issued by the solicitors for the 
plaintiffs, who are described as residing at different addresses. The 
judgment adjudges that the plaintiffs do recover the amount claimed. 
The bankruptcy notice is headed Ex parte Paye and Skipp, trading 
as &c., and requires payment to Paye and Skipp described as of separate 
addresses. It also gives notice that if the debtor has a counterclaim 
against Paye and Skipp, trading as &c., he should apply to set it aside. 
I understand that notice to mean that the debtor is to pay the money to 
Paye and Skipp, trading as a firm, unless he has a counterclaim against 
them trading as that firm. The debtor could not be embarrassed by it, 
for he knew of the judgment and knew exactly who were demanding 
payment. I think that the title Zz parte William Paye and William Skipp, 
trading as the Hertingfordbury Brick Co., made this perfectly clear. I do 
not think that the present case is governed by Re Howes, and am of 
opinion that the bankruptcy notice was good. 

Kennepy, L.J., concurred with Cozens-Hardy, M.R., and expressed 
the opinion that the proper form of the notice should have been, ‘‘ You 
must pay to William Paye and William Skipp, trading as the Herting- 
fordbury Brick Co., or to the one or the other of them.’’ Appeal 
dismissed. —CounseL, Phillips ; Clayton. Soxicrrors, Ridsdale § Son; 
Corbould, Ellis, § Mitchell. 

[Reported by P. M. Fraxcxe, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Societies. 


Law Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the directors was held at the Law 
Society’s Hall, on Thursday, the 4th inst., Mr. P. W. Chandler in the chair. 
The other directors present were Mr. 8. J. Daw, Mr. F. W. Emery, Mr, 
T. H. Gardiner, Mr. R. H. Peacock, Mr. R. J. Pead, Mr. J. E. W. Rider, 
Mr. Mark Waters, Mr. W. M. Woodhouse, and the secretary, Mr. E. E. 
Barron. A sum of £1,025 was voted in grants for the relief of applicants 
for assistance by the association, two new members were elected, and 
other general business was transacted. 

« 





Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this association 
was held at the Law Society’s Hall on the 10th inst., Mr. Walter Dowson 
in the chair, the other directors present being Sir George Lewis, Bart., 
Sir John Hollams, and Messrs. W. C. Blandy (Reading), W. Cheesman 
(Hastings), A. Davenport, C. Goddard, W. H. Gray, W. G. King, L. W. 
North Hickley, C. G. May, J. Shelly (Plymouth). R. 8. Taylor, and J. T. 
Scott (secretary). A sum of £415 was distributed in grants of relief, 
seventy-two new members were admitted, and other general business was 
transacted. 


Obituary. 
Mr. J. Gamon. 


Mr. John Gamon, solicitor, of Chester, died on the 3rd inst., in his 
70th year. He was a member of an old Chester family, and was educated 
ata local school. He served his articles with Mr. John Hignett, solicitor, 
of Chester, and was admitted in 1860, when he entered into partnership 
with Mr. Parry, the firm being originally styled Parry & Gamon. Mr. 
Gamon became secretary to the Bishop of Chester, Dr. Graham, and after- 
wards to Dr. William Jacobson. He was also secretary to the succeeding 
Bishops, Dr. Stubbs and Dr. Jayne, and held the appointment up to the 
time of his death. During the same period he was also registrar of the 
diocese and of the two archdeaconries. In 1880, when the diocese of 
Liverpool was formed out of the Lancashire portion of the diocese of 
Chester, Mr. Gamon was appointed registrar of the Liverpool diocese, also 
secretary to the Bishop of Liverpool, and both these appointments he 
continued to hold up to his decease. Mr. Parry died in 1873, and the 
admission into partnership of Mr. Rd. Farmer changed the style of the 
firm to Parry, Gamon, & Farmer, which was altered to Gamon, Farmer, 
& Gamon when Mr. J. Percival Gamon became a member, and later 
to Gamon, Farmer, & Co. on the admission of Mr. T. Harden. 
A sound, shrewd lawyer, with a wide and varied practice, who took a 
broad view of matters, Mr. Gamon was, says a local journal to which we 
are indebted for the above information, held in high estimation for his 
professional ability, and was regarded particularly as a most reliable 
authority on ecclesiastical law, in which he specialised and took a deep 
interest, so that his opinion was constantly sought for by the officials of many 
dioceses. His genial and kindly manner and perfect integrity gained him 
the friendship and warm esteem of his brethren, and they testified their 
regard by electing him in the years 1891 and 1892 respectively vice- 
president and president of the Chester and North Wales Incorporated 
Law Society. Mr. Gamon was one of the original members of the Chester 
Artillery Volunteers, in which corps he held a commission for some years, 
and was one of those who had the somewhat unique experience of being 
called upon to defend his country in connection with the threatened 
Fenian attack on Chester Castle in 1867. 


Mr. H. W. Bosworth. 


Mr. H. W. Bosworth, solicitor, of Loughborough, died on Saturday 
last. He was admitted in 1869, and was a member of the firm of Messrs, 
Woolley, Beardsleys, & Bosworth, of Loughborough. He was clerk to the 
borough bench of magistrates, and was well known and greatly respected 
throughout the district. He was a staunch Conservative and rendered 
great help to that party in Parliamentary and local elections. The 
Association for the Prosecution of Felons, says a local journal, owes its 
existence wholly to Mr. Bosworth, and from nearly twenty-five years ago to 
his death he held the honorary offices of solicitor, secretary and treasurer 
to the society. At its inception the numbers were very small, but at the 
last annual meeting, held in November, 1907, nearly 100 were present, 











Legal News. 


Appointments. 

Mr, Watter James Tayior, a member of the firm of Messrs. Wans- 
brough, Robinson, Tayler, & Taylor, of Bristol, has been appointed a 
Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Taylor was admitted in February, 1900. 

Mr. E. T. H. Lawes, barrister-at-law, has been appointed Recorder of 
Saiisbury, in the place of Sir Charles Mathews, resigned. 

Mr. Exxesr Anruun Je.r, barrister-at-law, has been appointed a 
Revising Barrister on the South-Eastern Circuit, in succession to the late 
Mr. Ogle. 





Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


Joun Wriams Ranpatt and James Morran Wuirnore, solicitors 
(Brundrett, Randall, & Whitmore), 10, King’s Beuch-walk, Temple, 
London. May 31. In future such business will be carried on by the said 
James Morrah Whitmore and John Alfred Randall. [ Gazette, June 5. 

Rosert Verney Crayton and Epcar Crosrietp Parson, solicitors 
(March, Clayton, & Pearson), Manchester, Rochdale, and Whitworth. 
Jan. 1. The said Edgar Crosfield Pearson will continue the practice 
under the old title. [ Gazette, June 10. 
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General. 
The next sitting of the Court of Criminal Appeal is fixed for Friday, 
June 19, when the judges are expected to be the Lord Chief Justice and 
Justices Darling and Channell. 


On the 4th inst., in the Criminal Appeal Court, the Lord Chief Justice 
said, in reference to the shorthand transcripts of the evidence at trials, 
that it was very desirable, for convenience of reference, that the questions 
shoald be numbered by the shorthand writers. [We suggested this 
three weeks ago ; ante, p. 513.] 

A curious incident, says the Times, happened at the Assizes at Reading 
on Friday in last week. The jury, in the case of a woman charged with 
obtaining money by false pretences, were deliberating so long that the 
judge retired to his rooms. When they had arrived at a verdict they were 
marched to bis lordship’s rooms, and the prisoner was taken thither in a 
cab, A verdict of guilty was returned, and the judge said he would defer 
sentence until next day. 

The death is announced of Sir Henry Thomas Wrenfordsley, late Chief 
Justice of the Leeward Islands. He was called to the bar in 1863, and 
held for some time the office of Junior Counsel for the Privy Council Office, 
acting at times as County Court Judge at Marylebone, Brompton, and 
Brentford. In 1877 he was appointed a puisne judge in the island of 
Mauritius, and after filling several judical posts, was appointed Chief 
Justice of the Leeward Islands in 1890. 


Lord Alverstone, who is better known in the United States than any other 
English judge, will, says a writer in the Globe, make yet another passage 
across the Atlantic during the Long Vacation. It is announced that he 
will attend the meeting of the American Bar Association at Seattle on the 
25th of August. The American Bar Association delights in the presence 
of English judges. Lord Alverstone’s predecessor, Lord Russell of Kill- 
owen, delivered an eloquent address on international arbitration at a 
meeting held by the association at Saratoga Springs in 1886. 

Lord Alverstone’s Bill ‘‘ to amend the Criminal Appeal Act, 1907,’’ runs 
as follows: ‘‘1. Notwithstanding anything in section 1 of the Oriminal 
Appeal Act, 1907, all the judges of the King’s Bench Division of the High 
Court shall be judges of the Court of Criminal Appeal. 2. (1) Notwith- 
standing anything in section 2 of the Criminal Appeal Act, 1907, a person 
appointed to be registrar of the Court of Criminal Appeal may be either 
one of the masters of the Supreme Court acting in the King’s Bench 
Division, or a practising barrister of not less than seven years’ standing. 
(2) The power to provide additional staff for the registrar of the court of 
Criminal Appeal includes a power to appoint an assistant registrar, but 
any assistant registrar so appointed shall be either a master of the Supreme 
Court acting in the King’s Beneh Division, or a practising barrister of not 
less than seven years’ standing, and shall be appointed by the Lord Chief 
Justice of England, 3. The Act may be cited as the Criminal Appeal 





(Amendment) Act, 1908,”’ 


Last week an application was made to.a Divisional Court of the King’s 
Bench Division for a rule nisi for a certiorari to bring up and quash a convic- 
tion by the Oxford justices under section 1 (1) of the Motor-Car Act, 1903, 
for driving a motor-car in a manner us to the public under all the 
circumstances of the case. The justices fined the applicant 20s. and costs, 
and refused an application to increase the fine to 21s. in order to give him 
aright to appeal, which was only — when the fine e ed 20s. 
Counsel stated that it was the invariable practice in London, as far as he 
could find out, to increase a fine at the defendant’s request in order to 
enable him to appeal. Mr. Justice Bigham, in refusing the application, 
said that, as to the application to increase the fine, he was told that in 
London it was the invariable practice to increase it at the defendant's 
request. If that was so, it struck him as a very wrong practice, for it 
had the effect of defeating the law, which said that there should not be 
an appeal unless the fine exceeded 20s. Phillimore, J., agreed. 


During the Trinity sittings undefended matrimonial causes will be taken 
in Courts I. and Il. on Tuesday, Wednesday and ‘Thursday, June 16, 17, 
aud 18. Undefended causes not ready when called will form a supple- 
mental list and may be taken some time later in the sittings. Speciai 
jury causes will be taken on and after Tuesday, June 23, until Friday, 
July 17, inclusive. Common jury cases (undefended and for assessment 
of damages) will be taken on and after Tuesday, July 2\. Probate and 
defended matrimonial causes for hearing before the Court itself will be 
taken in Court I. after the common juries, and in Court IT. after Jane 22, 
when Admiralty cases are not being heard. A Divisional Court will be 
formed to sit on Tuesday, July 7. Motions will be heard in Court at 11 
o'clock on Monday, June 22, and on each succeeding Monday —? the 
sittings, and summonses before the judge will be heard on Friday, June 
19, and on Saturday, June 27, and each succeeding Saturday during the 
sittings. Summonses before the registrara will be heard at the Probate 
Registry, Somerset House, on Tuesday and Friday during the 
sittings at 11.30. 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Fatpay, June 5. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 


Laurrep mm Caancenr. 

Avs.er Harry & Co, Liurrep Creditors are required, on or before July 17, to send their 
names and address*s, and of their debts; or claims, to 
Cannon st. McKenna & Co, solors for liquidator 

Brockre-Ps.i ane Lamp, lau = are ee rer patie July ¢% send 
their names and addres a particulars claims 
McLellan, 64, Devonshire sq. Evans & Co, Theobalds rd, Bedford row, solors for 
liquidator 

a es M ws, Liwrrep —Creditors are required, on or before Jane 22, to rend their 
anes and arm " Achby le alacy of thal sa ay = 
Matthews, Burton rd, » lig r 

East Kanp Deer, Liurrep are required, on or | efor Aug 1, to send their 


i 
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ames and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Herbert Georg 
@5, London wall, Ashurst & Co, Throgmorton av, solors for liquidator 

G. & Ww. peg Lamrrep—Creditors are required, on or before July 15, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars < nod = ay am to oseph Shaw Lees, 

Southgate chmbrs, Halifax. Storey & Co, Halifax, solors for liquidator 

yanen & . > YX —Petn for winding up, presented June 1, direeted to be heard 

June 17. & Co, Bloomsbury sq, solors for petners. Notice of appearing 
Toust coats es inc anand not Jater than e o'clock in the afternoon of June 16 

Jaeartr & Hickson, Liwrreo—Petn for winds up, presented June 2, directed to be 
heard June 17. Chamberiain & Co, Stone bidgs, Lincoln’s inn, solors for petners. 
Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the after- 

noon of Jens 16 

“K Exproration Syypicate, Liutrgp—Creditors are required, on or before July 17, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frank 
Tingle, 110, Cannon st, liquidator 

Luaxguty Sree, Co, Linrrzp—Creditors peacteed on or before June 24, to send in 
their names and addresses, with pertioulasd ¢ of their debts or claims, to Ernest Trubshaw, 
Lianelly Steel Co, Lianelly, liquidator 

Marat Conrcertrates Co, 7IMITED—Creditors are required, on or before July 24, to send 
in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to A. 
Hennings, 3, Gore st, Piccadilly, Manchester, liquidator 

Mivtanp Ice Co, Lotrrep—Creditors are required, on or before July 31, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederick William 

, Sand 7, Corridor chmbrs, Leicester, liquidator 

Mizsse Perrow Car Syxpicatr, Limtrep—Petn for winding up, presented June 3, 
directed be pened June 17. Matthews & Co, Cannon st. Notice of a pearing 

‘ must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of June 1 

Non-IsPLaMManye Sooners Syxproate, Line itors are required, on or before 
July 11, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 

to Bawin Hayes, 28, Basinghall st, liquidator 

PR axp Sovurasra Enctreertxa axp Motor-car Co, Liurrep—Creditors are 

required, on or before June 30, to send their names and addresses, iculars of 
their debta or claims, to Arthur B. Casey, Pearl = Portsmouth, liquidator 

PortsmouTH Troees Rirtx Raxor Co, Linrrep—Creditors are required, on or before 
June 30, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Arthur B. Casey , Pearl bidgs, Portamouth, liquidator 

. eA harem "Luarep—Petn for winding up, dated May 5, directed to be heard 
May 26, will be heard June 17. Cornish, Liverpool, solor for petners. Notice of 
appearing must reach the above-named not later than ¢ o’clock in the afternoon of 
June 16. London address for service is at the office of Messrs. Ridsdale & Son, 
Gray's inn sq 

London Gasette.—Torspay, June 9. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIKS., 
TRD Ix CHANCERY. 

A. E. Dent & Co, Luontren—Petn for winding up, presented June 2, directed to be heard 
Junei7. Alpe & Ward, Serjeant’s inn, Temple, solors for petner. Notice of appearing 
must reach the above- named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of June 16 

Acsop Fiovue Process, Linirep —Creditors are required, on or before July 13, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John Abernethy, 
—- House, New Broad st. Voules & Welch, Bishopsgate st Within, solora for 
iquidator 

Buaypoyn St Curupert’s Temperance Crus Co, Lintrep —Creditors are required, on or 
before June 23, to send in their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Stephen McLean Brown, Bute House, Blaydon on ‘Tyne, liquidator 

Currrans Unitep Mixes, Luoureo—Petn for winding up, presented May 22, directed 

© be heard June 17. Taylor & Co, Gresham st, for Inskip & Son, Bristol, solors 
for petner. Notice of appeariog must reach the above-nsmed not later than 6 o’clock in 
the afternoon of June 16. 

Enewezer Roserts, Liurrep —Creditors are required, on or before July 20, to send their 
names and addresses, ons the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr Henry Lansdale, 
37, rd. Easton & Sous, Walworth rd, solors for liquidator 

Epvarvo Cre, Limrrep —Creditors are required, on or before July 6, to send their 

pames and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas de Vear 

» 79%, Gracechurch st. Goldman, Southampton st, Bloomsbury sq, solor for 


@. E. Bicnarpeon & Co, Tamitep (tn ee a Ap are required, on or before 
1, to send their names and addresses > ene of their debts or claims, 
to John Gordon, Bond st, Leeds. Bcholefield * >. atley, solors for liquidator 
Myoa Borter Coverixe Co, Liurrep —Petn for winding up, presented June 5, directed to 
June 17, Stokes & Stokes, Gt St een for "Ser lnghalow & Fenwick, 
Newenstle upon Tyne, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above- 
named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of June 16 
Suninamu Gop Concessions, Liuitep—Creditors are required on or before July 21, to send 
their names addresses, and the perticulars a their debts or claims, to Butler 
Humphreys, 7, Southampton at, Holborn, liquidator 
Mart. 


The Property 


Sales of the Savi a Week. 

Jane 15.—Messrs. Rowt. Bory & Sons, at the Mart, at 1.15: Country Residence (see 
advertisement, page viii, May 30). 

June 15,—Mr, Wu. Hovenron, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Properties (see advertise- 
ment, page iv, May 30). 

Jane 16.—Messrs. Denzrnam, Tewsor, Rrcwarpsow, & Co., * the Mart, at 2: 
Freehold Building Sites, Freehold Business Premises, Freehold tial and 
Building Estate, ag Freehold Property (see advertisement, page ii, May 30), 

Jane 17,—Mosars. H . Foster & Caanrrecn, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Properties 


(see advertisement, , pane v, v, May 30). 
June 18,—Mesers, 
Policies of Assuran 








Fostre & Cranrrecp, at the Mart, at 2: Absolute Reversions, 
ce, and Shares (rea advertisement, back’ 6, this week 
reehold a” Balding Land 


Jane 18.—Mesers. Tuurcoop & Martis, at the Mart, at 2: 
(see advertisement, peso ase iv, May 30). 
Jane 19.—Mesers. Tooxert & Son, at the Mart, at 2: Residential Freehold Property 
advertisement, _— page, June 6), 
June 18.—Mesers, Sarre, Rex & Uo., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold City Property, 
. oo and Freehold and ‘Leasehold Houses (see advertisement, back 
page, June 6). 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 
Gasette.—Tusspay, June 2. 
Arnovur, Rostwa, Holywell, Flint July2 Minor, Manchester 
Gvanr, Danan, Brixham, on Juneé Parsons, Brixha 
Bact, Evoene, S dosghnorongh pl, Brixton, Importer of. Foreign Products June 29 


& Butler, Th 
Barap, Groroiwa Many, » Suffolk June2i Leathes & Co, Norwich 
— Zeta Fiora, Chesterfield st, Mayfair July 1 Hills & Co, Queen Anne’s gate 


wees, WILLIAM Henry, 8 Lawrence, Ramsgate July 7 Keith, Southampton st, 
Boxp, Erxzsr, ag Pork Butcher June 30 Stileman & Neate, Southampton st, 
Baomrizxp, Tete Hendon July1 Wells & Sons, Church End, Finchley 
— Roszrt Maxwina, Grove Hill, Topsham, Devon June’ 30 Tew & Sons, 
Axminster, Devon 





Dicxrssow, Hawwan, Torrington, Devon July 15 Toller & Co, Barnstaple 

Evwarps, Henry, Crickhowell, Brecon Julyi Jones & Co, Merthyr Tydfil 

Frost, C#arczs Farpeaick, st Osyth, Essex Augl5 Elwes & Oo, 

Frost, CartsTiawa, St Aug 15 Elwes & Co, Colchester 

Hamttror, CHARLOTTE, eston super Mare Jane 30 Ford, Weston super Mare 
Hittox, Evizassru, Oldham, Lancs Jane 29 Chadwick, Oldham 

Hou. ~~. Maerua Euizanern, Collingham gdns, Bouth Kensington June 30 Kite, 


Hompneey, Joux, Harrogate July 1 Hewson, Lee 

Howrixaron Kate, Crumpeall, i, Manchester taser Peck, 7 wig 

JOHNSTONE. Hawnan Anniz, Lowtield Heath, Craw Jul; ilson, Bath 

Leamayy, Hewry, Kirkby in Ashfield, Nottingham uly 6 Treahearne, Lincoln’s inn fields 
er Samvua., Long Acre, Fashion Publisher June 23 Hobson & Macmahon, Essex 


Orr, ed Liverpool June 27 Bell, Li 

Pacmes, Wi, Stratfieldsaye, Hants June 30 Brain & ey Beading 

Pantrivder, Taomis, St Alban, Herts, Watercress Grower July i Robinson, St Albans 

Peyro.p, Evizaperu, Worthing July 1 Gates, Worthing 

Piatt, Hawnan Manta, Ashton under Lyne July 11 Eulison, Ashton under Lyne 

Portiock, Matitpa, Gloucester July 6 Franklin & Jones, Gloucester 

Raywuam, Harater ‘Lypta Mary, High Wycombe July 6 Wood, High Wycombe 

Rocers, Henry, ae Bar, Southampton, Licensed Victualler J aly 7 Guillaume & Sons, 
Bournemo 


Scorr, W1L1aM, Chagford, Devon, Farmer. Jane 24 Neck, Moretonbampstead, Devon 
Savace, Tuomas, Macclesfield, Oil "Merchant. June 30 Oldfield, Macclestield 
Suir, Evizapetu, , Hooley Hill , Ashton under Lyne Jul 3 giilison, Ashton under Lyne 
Suita, Witiam, Kothwell, Northampton July3 Lam = sr 
SrRvens, Josrra, Lenborough, Bucks, July 1 Howse @ & 
Srewanrp, Nee be a Great Y: Solicitor June vy mr viltehing & sons, 
armout! 
Tasor, Ropert, Batley, ban ow hes Woollen Manufacturer Junei16 Sim ine & oa Leeds 
Tuaom, Magziox, Silloth, Silloth, Gam keeper Junel2 Clutterb: & Co, Carlisle 
Tuompxins, Jaye, Reading ry 30 Brain & 
Trompson, Jonny, Mensbreok. Sheffield July 31 Porrett & Fawcett, Sheffield 
Vickers, Euity Gertaupe, Sheffield June Vickers & Co, Sheffield 
Watier Many Aywe Evtzasern, 8t Mary Abbot's ter, Kensington, July 4 James & 
James, Ely pl 
Warertow, Water Jamesox, Sevenoaks Jul: a Waterlow, Birchin In 
Watson, RAra, Chesham, Bucks June 30 
Wesster, WitiiaM, Hainton, Lincs June 30 Page & P Lincoln 
Wixossirn, Marruew, Erith, Kent, Bootmaker July % vores & Oo, one Oo tiadders 
wareseee JosErH, Linthwaite, Hudderetiela, Builder 
e 
borer oo SF Hewnay, Goudhurst, Kent, Licensed Victualler June 30 Wardley & 


Woopearr, dame Sparkhill, Worcester July 15 Walford, Birmingham 
Youne, Ricnarp Bouzan, Newcastle upon Tyne June 30 ome & Fenwick, New 


upon Tyne. 
London Gasette,—Fuivay, June 5. 


AppIs0N, geen Ricuarp Oxiver Cromweti, Amblecote, Staffs July 24 Wyndham, 
Stourbrii 

Arrxey, Col ALexayper, Pall Mall July6 Johnsons & Co, New sq, Lincoln's inn 

AgnoTt, Resecca, Dalton, Yorks July 14 Heslop, Rarnard Castle 

Austix, Emma, Barnstaple June 30 Brewer & Son, Barastaple 

Banrtiett, Georce, Leicester July 10 Owston & Co, Leicester 

Baxter, Jouw Wrxcout, Mistley, Essex July 6 Synnot, Manningtree 

Rasonseads Spat, Eastington, nr Northleach, Glos, Farmer July 13 Mullings & Co, 

ren 


Buav-Brooxs, Samvzt, Bridgnorth July 13 Jackson & Son, Cannon st 

Carr, Mary Axx, Rye, Suesex July 17 Smith, Rye 

Cuapcain, Racagy Exizasera, Lowestoft July 6 Shem, Lowestoft 

Creave, Wittiam Cornisn, yey eg pore Jane a rkes & Co, Crediton 

Crow, Wi111Am, Blackpool, O we n, Black 

Daxey, Davin, Hereford lord, Hees I ter —< ene & Co, Hereford 

Davey, Fanny, 8t Anne’s rd, Wandsworth Common July 6 Synnot, Manningtree 

Daviss-Cooxs, AUBREY Gronar Kino, Charles st, Berkeley sq July 17 Corbould & Oo 
Henrietta st, Cavendish sq 


Drayton, Joun, Hibaldstowe, , ae Farmer ch 18 Freer & Oo, eto, 

Epixson, Lzonarp Tuomas, Sale, Chester, Merchant June32 Holt Manchester 

¥Frvtayson, Ameria, Rhyl, Flint June 30 Gamlin, Rhyl 

Faves ee Et.ex, Devonport st, Hyde Park July rt Barron & Son, Gray’s inn pl, 
inn 

Foawas, ty Port Carlisle, Cumberland June 30 noe Carlisle 

Gaieve, Extey, Ring , nr Dover July 7 Shelton, Tower chmb , Moorgate 

Guansry, Mary, Slapton, Bucks July 9 Pettit Go, Leighton Bu Buzzard 

Hatseworts, Exizasera, Scar gh July 18 a, Coeccngh 

Hammonp, Wiiam Ameper, Hove, Sussex July 20 Stuckey & Co, 

Hearn, Ebwarp Atrazp, Shoreham, Keat, Doctor Jul — 

Hopkins, Patiur, Porteynon, Glam July 11 Andrew pson, Swansea 

Hueues, Eowarp, Gower st, Artist July1 Tatham & Leen Or Oid Broad st 

Jounsox, Duncan Boman, eee st, Pimlico July il Kimbers & Boatman, Lombard st 

Keays, Mary, New July 14 Dawson, Liverpool 

Kvy1ses, Hewry, aon ba July 18 V prooks & m & Belle, Upper Thames st 

csmeen Euizanern, Wellington rd rd, Chariton A: Stone, Woolwich 

MoCatt, Emma Ameia, rd, Upper soe July 30 Gosnell & Son, Fins- 


pavennens 
McDowatD. J Joux, High st, Shadwell, Carman July 10 Young & Sons, Mark In 
Manpy, Wituram, Lincoln, Solicitor July 6 Anarew & Thom , Lincoln 

Maxkaiorr, Jon, Chesterfield, Derb: my AE ten & alker, Chesterfield 
MARSLAND, J, Chester, F; June 30 Holt & Ly , Manthoster 

Mitts, Aonzs, Salcott rd. , Clapham ~ ode a os s 

MitcHe.t, Arne Const ans, Crawley y & ‘Go, sctinghon a, St aoe 
Montes, See Harpine, Langford * St. Vohn's Wood duly 15 Cooper & Co, 


saree AnsIE aaee Tayior, Allfarthing In, Wandsworth July 18 Taylor & Co, 
Movat, EuruemiA Forrester, Whalley Range, Manchester July 20 Sale & Co, 
Nicwotsow, Emtuy, Blackheath July 8 Honey & Honey, Fenchurch st 
Nortasvp, Isaac, Cambridge July To BC & 8 Barrows, we 4 

Stowmar 3 & Co, | a eas 


Pertiwakp, Rosser Joux Broughton 
Prentice, Joux, Ascot, Wing, Bucks July9 Pettit & Co, Leighton B 








Proctor, Joserx, bridge Jul: King, Cam 
Ricnaapsox, Epuuyp, New Bond st, Provision BMerchast July 31 Proudfoot & Chaplin, 
Verulam bidgs, Gray’s inn 


RicHaRpsox, Tuomas, Tulse hill June 23 Helliwell & Co, A! 
Baxer, ag es ae kool ri: He rd, Brixton bg 81 Hub 


Suastanp, Ha —e Po oe Shee OS = Syeem 
Suaw, Henry, ‘Hipper! Wo, pena Storey & Co, Halif 

Buart, Jonx, USA July” July 13 3 Grant & Go, & 

SomMERVILLE, ALEXANDER ANNANDALE, eae sant 5 Cocker, Bournemouth 


Tayon, Joszra, ee daly ll Halifax 

Susseen dieu Eowarp Wins, es > , Chandos st, Cavendish sq 

Vavonan, Exizaseta, Stourbridge — 24 nds, Stourbridge 

heen a og mt Bucks ‘au ‘al & Co, Hall 
ILLIAMSON, Maay, Kingston Hu 15 Taompsva a 

Witsox, Lypta, Gatechead J 4 Bichardeon & Eide Elder, api 

Wurver, Evizazern, Wesieea =e a... & Son, 


Wrnrie.p, Evizasera, Hambledon, Bucks June 24 Memeo & Blakes Hes Henley on Thames 
Winrizip, Hezsser, Hambledon, Bucks 


June 24 Mercer & Blaker, "Henley on Thames 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Fatoay, Jane 5. 
RECEIVING ORDEBS. 


Asganams, ALBERT fren Fordwych rd, Cricklewood High 
Court Pet April 6 Ord June 2 
Baysury, Joux, Stratton, Cornwall, Ironmonger Barn- 
staple Pet May 20 Ord June 3 
Briears, Witttam, Atherton, Lancs, Fish Dealer Bolton 
Pet Juane1 Ord June 1 
Bowowgr, Epwarp > entor Builder Shrewsbury Pet 
May 80 Ord May 30 
Buaraer, Davip atter, Wallington, Surrey, Builder 
Croydon Pet June? Ord June 2 
Busu, Jonx Taomas and Faep Excis, ———— Sheffield, 
Builders Sheffield Pet May 2t Ord 
Buxtox,. Katiz, Latehford bay mes r Warrington 
Tobacconist Warrington Pet May 18 Ord June 2 
Caaypizr, Geonce Ronerrts, Walsall” Stationer Walaall 
Pet June 2 Ord June 2 
Coox, E>wirD Herserr, Cheltenham, Dairyman Chelten- 
ham Pet Janel Ord June 1 
Cousens, Jony Sraruse, Sherwood, Nottingham, Chemist's 
Nottingham Pet June1 Ord Junel 
geepeet Harars, Lacock, Wilts, Coal Merchant 
Pet Jane3 Ord June 3 
E.uis, Hasay Caaates, Bury 8t Edmunds, + ademas 
Bary St Edmunds Pet June3 Ord June 
Forres, at, Guonor, Walaa, Insurance Agent Walsall Pet 
une 1 
rail Eanest, Eastney, Portsmouth, F bpeecers Dealer 
Portsmouth Pet June3 Ord June 
elney, 4 Cycle Agent King’s 
G . e fot Sage 8 my Door Leicester, Engin 
ates, Epwix James, anos cester, eer's 
Foreman Leicester Pet Jane3 Ord June 3 
Hit, Asner, Warminster, Wilts, Baker Frome Pet 
June2 Ord June 2 
Houtanp, Waren Tsomas, Buckland, Portsmouth, China 
Merchant Portsmouth Pet June 3 Ord June 3 
Jonns, Sane, Penrhyndeudraeth, Merioneth, Grocer 
Portmadoc PetJunei Ord Junel 
Jonzs, H Heaserr, & Co, Liverpool, Chilian Merchants 
Mie i atte See rm, asap 
1Lts, Harey, Pentonv ng’s Cross, m. 
High Court Pet May9 Ord June 3 
Mitis, Witu14am Derarx, Rochester, Oi] Merchant 
t Pet May 15 Ord Junel 
Mrroueut, Sox, & Sourrer, Ventnor, I of W, Auctioneers 
Ryde Pet May 13 Ord Junel 
oO’ Sos, Jou, jun, HM Prison, omy House Furnisher 
Pet May 30 Ord May 30 
Ouran, 3 James, Ryde, Builder Ryde Pet May 23 Ord 
une 1 
Pars, Wiut1am Hewny, Knaresborough, Yorks, Butcher 
York Pet June1 Ord Junel 
Pargers, © Laocas. Be Barlow rd, Acton High Court Pet 
une 
Piaorr, to W Suyra, Sasi’ Sussex Brighton Pet April 
23 QrdJune i 
a Ciavpz, High st, Wohhem, © eva 
, igh Court Pet June3 Ord J 
Buopes, Bensauin, Derby, Plumber Chesterfield Pet 
Janes Ord Jane 3 
Roserrs, Rosert Joux, Llandudno, Fruiterer Bangor 
Pet June8 Ord June 3 
Row, Artuur Bryart, Richmond hill, Surrey, School 
Proprietor Wandsworth Pet June4 Ord June 4 
Rurrer, Eris, Swinton, Yorks, Tobacconist 
Pet June 2 Ord June 2 
Srzaxe, Tuomas, Church Stretton, Salop, Builder Shrews- 
bi Pet June3 Ord June 3 
Tiepte, Atraep Ernest, Sesreqate, Butcher’s Assistant 
York Pet Junei Ord June 
Wisos, Arraur Jesse, po Baker Leicester 
Pet June 3 Ord June 3 
a, Fish Winisor Pet 


Wirtorw, Davip, Mai 
Ma: 
ne, Essex, Coal Dealer 


Croxer, 
Bath 


Faost, ALFRED, 
iy 





igh Court Pet May 14 Ord June 1 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Asrauams, Atpert Lyon, Fordwych rd, Cricklewood 
June 16at1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 





Agmtrace, Gurenwoop, yom yt wey Ravenscourt Park, 
= “tnneutesune’ June 1 2 George Hotel; 
Asttwortu, Isate.ia, Brietfleld, Lancs June 26 at 10.80 
B A c Glounuten 
AK tramp Howarp, 
Maker June 13 at 12 Of Ree, Btation rd, Gloucester 
Baken, bey CaeisToruer, Yarmouth, 
3 at 12.30 Off Rec. 8, iting st, 


June Norwich 
ote, Wicsan lose, Fish Dealer June 19 


Bowo.ar, Epwarp , Builder June 15 at, 11.30 
Off 22, Swan hill, 
Bocgs bh oma * R, Northcote av, Southall, Builder June 


Be 16 at | 14, Ko ord mW 
grace, Davip Wau oct, W entninste 
Ca June Wat 11,30 da > eae 
arene aneaen ewRy ee Lewthem 
June York rd Westminster Ly 
Cuassey, Eow aap Waar, Cave’s Farm, 
A See June 16 at 12.45 Off Reo, hy em on 
Capeeasin, Samugt Taomas, Keswick, Con- 
Engineer ct at3 Court house, 


wiser Joux. Bloxwich, Staffs, Grocer ‘Jane 16 at 11.30 
Off Rec, Wol 


Ecweu, Gzoror, and Tuomas. Heap, Short Heath, or 
ol te Licensed Victualler June. 18 at 11 


‘arniture Dealer June I5at 3 
June 17 at 3.30 


— hy jomaAs, ortsmouth, China Merchant 
June 15at 4 Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, Ports- 
mou 

Jounson, bara Martruews, Caistor, Lincs, 
June 23 at iz Off Ree, 31, Gitver at, Lincoln 

Krasy, Arruus Forse.t, Sherwood, Nottingham, Solicitor 
June 16 at 2.30 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Notting- 


ham 
Laz, Josera, Birdholme, nr Chesterfield June 13 at 12.30 
‘Angel Hotel, Chesterfield 


Liewettys, Garriru, Blaengwynfi, Carpenter 
June i$ at 1045— OF Ban tL aliaanton’ vl, Docnoen 
Mayaox, Frank, Workington, Cumber Jeweller 


Junel5at il Bankruptey blégs, Carey st 

Mirus, Wituram oo Rochester, Oil Merchant June 15 

, Draper June 15 at 12 Of 

Moorz, Graney Haeren, Gt James st, Lieson gr, Drysalter 
June 16 at 12 Carey st 

Pare, Wiit1am Heney, Knaresborough, Batcher June 15 
ats Off Rec, The The Red Hi House, Duncombe pl, York 

Paya, Heway Ricuarpsox, Penhallow, Perranzabuloe, 
Cornwall, General Dealer June 15 at 12 Off Rec, 
Boscawen st, Truro 

Perriatr, C ple Barlow rd, Acton June 17 at 11 
Bankru — SS 

tmitam, Crewe, Grocer June 17 at3 Off 

Qo Staffs 

r—-. Eaxrte, 7 Confectioner June 15 at 2.30 


~ we st, Las vr Ciethier’e 
Jane 18 at 12 ey Ses 
Row, Arrsur Bryaxt, Richmond hill, School Peoeristor 
Jane 18 at 11.99 132, York rd, Weatiatnater Bridge 
Surra, ARD, , Motor Body Fitter Jane 15 at 
11. ae ‘Of Ree High st, 


SpRake, Fmarene f Guasch Stretton, —— June 13 at 12,30 
law Room, College hill, 8 
PRAGGRTT, Wincee, Rugby, Soctingker June 16 at il 
Off Rec, 8, High st, Co’ 
Tuompson, Apa, Chesterfield, Jane 18 at 12.15 


| Hotel, Chesterfield 
Trprte, — Exwest, 5 ig Batcher’s Assistant 
Jane 15 at 3 30 Off Rec, The Red House, Dun- 


oy 5 Barnet, Butcher June 16 at 3 14, 
Wanpie, inet es Manchester, Electrician 
June 17 


Rec, Byrom st, 
Ww. aRLes, Coventry, Warp Dresser June 15 at 11 
rg Oo 5 oo. o tligh oe 


Peaxes, Jonn 





, Yorehaered tad 
ine on 


pity wi 
Bf » om 
Beat, and gy ry iy, ek iuss 3 a. 
Breans, Wit11asm, Atherton, Lancs, 
Pet Junei Ord June 1” 
Brveuam, Joun same fn, Eee Kent, Confectioner Canter 
*owan, ‘ane 1 
Bovey , Builder Shrewsbury 
+t See yee, Surrey, Builder ~ 
ae Be cd Jane 
tie ba hs 


“Pet June? Oa denes 
Coox, Epwarp eet, Cheltenham, Dairyman Chel- 
Oman Sout geet, nro Natagho, Ch 
er Mots Pet June 1 June 1 


Bath Pet June 3 3 
Dawiet, Jou, ey ersten tt 
High Court. Pet J 


= — Hunde. Pet Jane body La en . Hardwareman 


cane — Bow, General Dealer eh Court 
Pet May 7 aa oS 

Foster, Geonas, Wi Insurance Agent Walsall Pet 
une l Ord June 8 : 

“i : Pee tanes Orda 

Frost, Atrasp, W , Norf Cycle Agent. King's 

é — June 8 oe a 

_ i Pet June Ord Jane 3” 

ANDFORD, JAMES Trent, 

Burton on Pet May 6 Ord May 30 

Hr Asner, Warminster, Frome Pet 
une 2 LA. 


, Wittsam Taomas, 

ee er 

Jonns, Davi, 
Portmadoc PetJune1 Ord Janel 


Manchester, 
; May 2) Od yt 


ILLIAM Oil Merchant Roches- 
Pet May 15 "Ged Tose 3 


O’ Bares, Jonx, HM Prison, Preston, House Far- 
nishers Preston’, Pet May 30 Ord May 20 
Os1om, WaALrzes, 


and Faayois Lomi 
Agents and racy Latosster May 
oO os Fy Baker st, Merchant 
vr tigh ool tene't 


Pars, — ny ba 9 Butcher York 
Pet June 1 Ord June 1 


Parsons, Matcou.m K., Bryanston sq, Bucking- 
High Court Pet apale, Ord 6. Ord May 30 
Riowarpsox, Cuavcps, Ciothier's 

High Court June 3 Ord June 3 
Raoprs, Derby, Plumber 


Chesterfield Peb June 3 Set June 3 


psox, HORACE Craven Park 
tg Oe Re 
ee Tyne Pet May 13 Ord Junel 
es Assistant 


York Pet Janel Ord June 1 
Wesnen Seneatate Sages, ae Butcher Barnet Pet May7 
‘ane 
ison, THomas Hewny, Old Gravel In, Stepney, Builder 
Wiitigh Court. Pet April 14 Ord June 2 
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Wrtort, Epwarv Jon, Barge yard, Bucklersbury, 
Printer High Court Pet March 16 OrdJune3s 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED AND RECEIVING 
OBDER RESCINDED. 


Leion, Wii.1am, Northwich, Restaurant Keeper Nantwich 
Rec Ord May 24, 1899 Adjud June 1, 1899 Annul and 
Res May 27, 1908 


London Gazette,—Torspvay, June 9. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Caxwon, Matrurw W11i1.14m,Chariton Musgrove, Somerset, 
mter Yeovil Pet June4 Ord June 4 
Caryry, Witi1am Atoysivus, Stockport, Cabinet Maker 
Stockport Pet June5 Ord June5 


Coox, Davin, Castleford, Yorks, Miner Wakefield Pet 


June 4 Ord June 4 

Davis, Groncr, Swindon, Coal Dealer Swindon Pet 
JuneS5 Ord June 5 

Dicks, Cuarence, Redcliffe gins, South Kensington High 
Court Pet May7 Ord June 5 : 

E:cxnorr, W1t114m, Hollybush gins, Bethnal Green, Saw- 
yer High Court Pet May4 Ord June 5 

Gerzr, Avice, Regent st, Corset Maker High Court Pet 
JuneS Ord June 5 

Hapiamp, Fraxk Aner, Harefield, Middlesex High 
Court Pet June4 Ord June 4 ; 

Haurs, New Kent rd, Provision Merchant High Court 
Pet May7 Ord June 5 

Haut, Faspericx, Goodrich, Hereford, Miller Hereford 
Pet June 4 Ord June 4 

Haut, yy Sheffield, Engineer Sheffield Pet June 5 

ane 

Haypox, Fraxmayx, and Henny Grorce Harpor, Camo- 

mile st, Accountants High Court Pet Feb 7 Ord 


May 29 
Jaques, Coanues, Bristol, Ironmonger’s Manager 
et June5 Ord June 5 
Jonrs, Ricuarp, Liansadwrn, Farmer 
5 Ord June 5 


Jonzs, WiitiamM VALentine, Plymouth, Restaurant Keeper | 


Plymouth Pet June 4 Ord June 4 
Lacy, Frank, Shedficld, or Bishops Waltham, Hants, 
Builder Southampton Pet May 23 Ord June 5 


on. 2 Epwarp, Haydons rd, South Wimbledcn, | 
t, 


Dealer Kingston, Surrey Pet June 4 Ord June 4 


Parsons, Weipor, Chatteris, Cambridge, Cattle Dealer | 


Peterborough Pet June 4 
Raywoips 
High Court Pet May 11 Ord June 3 
Reryouvs, Witt, ame, 
Aylesbury Pet June5 Ord June5 


Ord June 4 


Rosrn, Nits Gapaizt, Weymouth st, Portland pl, Medical | 


Practitioner High Court Pet March18 Ord June 4 
Samugt, Auexanpge Wenyox, Moscow ct 
Pet Feb 27 Ord June 4 


Senet, Epwarp Atuerstanr, Wells, Somerset, Tax Col- | 


lector Wells Pet May 28 Ord June 4 

Sragtixa, Marcaret, Weston pk, Crouch End, Hosier 

High Court PetJune4 Ord June 4 

Srock, Par.ip, Coldharbour In, Brixton, Auctioneer High 
Court Pet May 14 Ord June 4 

Taytor, Witi14m FLetcHer, Stevenage, Herts, Nurseryman 
Luton Pet Juve4 Ord June4 

Vexvear, Josern, Liverpool, Smallware Dealer Liverpool 
Pet May 29 Ord June 5 

Waxerizitp, W C, Park In, Company Promoter High 
Co’ Pet April 30 Ord May 28 

Warnry, Ervest Antaur Bracers, Weymouth Dorchester 
Pet May 13 Ord June 4 

Wivovensy, Spencer Rearyaup Cameron 
Architect High Court Pet June 5 Ord 

Witsow, Artacre Frepenick, 
Southampton Pet May 11 

Woops, Luxe Hexry, Ludgate hill, Proprietor of Trade 
Journals High Court Pet April27 Ord May 14 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Benton, Cuartes Ricnarp, Cambridge, Tailor Jane 17 
at 2, Off Rec, 5, Petty Cury, Cambridga 

Bouxtor, Katiz, Latchford Without, nr Warrington, 
Tobacconist June 17 at 330 Off Rec, Byrom s‘, 
Manchester 

Coos, Dav.p, Castleford, Yorks, Miner 
Off Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 

Coox, Epwarp Henxeext, Cheltenham, Dairyman 
Jane 20 at 3.45 County Court b'dgs, Che tenham 


Chancery In, 
June 5 

Southampton, Jeweller 
Ord June 4 


June 17 at 11 


Bristol | 


Bangor Pet June | 


Tuomas, Northumberland alley, Fenchurch st | 


Oxford, China Dealer | 


High Court | 


Coompes, Faawx, East Hantspill, Somerset, Butcher 
Jane 17 at 11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Briatol 

| Cottey, Percy Atsraet, Hereford, Furniture Dealer June 
17 at 3.30 2, Offa st, Hereford 


| Frost, Atrrep, Welney, Norfolk, Cycle Agent June 18 
at 11.46 Court Honse, King’s Lynn 
| Goacnar, Eawast, Worksop, Notts, Electrical Engineer 
June 19at3 Of Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 
Grirritas, Wittms, Small Heath, Warwi:k, Baker 
June 18 at 11,80 191, Corporation st, Birminghem 
Havianp, Fraanx Atwer, Harefield, Midilesex June 18 
| atl2 Bankruptcy bidga, Carey st 
Hatt, Faspsxicx, Goodrich, Hereford, Miller June 17 
} at3 2, Offa st, Hereford 
| Hex, Asuer, Warminster, Wilts, Baker June 17 at 12 
Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 
Lorp, Atsent, Higher Openshaw, Manchester, Electrical 
Engineer June 18 at.3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Man- 
chester 
| Mavyprett, Cxartes Gopwis, Frome, Somerset, Baker 
Jane 17 at 11.45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin et, Bristol 
| Muttarp, James, Liantarnam, Mon, Farmer June 17 at 
Rec, 144, Commercial st, Newport, Mon 
| Nezgpgam, Faespericn WIituuy, Balby nr Doncaster, 
| Hairdresser Jane 19 at 3.90 Off Rec, Figtree In, 


Sheffield 
| O'Barex, Joux, jun, HM Prison, Preston, House 
Winckley 
st, Preston 


| Furnisher June 17 at 10,80 Off Ree, 13, 

| Otway, Ategrt Epwarp, South Wimbledon, Boot Dealer 

| June 19 at 11.30 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

| Pascoz, Joszra, North Country, Redruth, Cornwall, 
Farmer June1]7at12 Off Rec, Boscawen st, Truro 

Reywotps, Tomas, Northamberland alley, Fenchurch 
st Janel7at1 Benkruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Roses, Nits Gaprizt, Weymouth st, Port!and pl, 
Medical Practitioner June 18 at 1 Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Carey st 

| Samugt, AtexaNpeR Wenyow, Moscowcourt June 19 

at ll Bankruptcy bldge, Carey st 

Scape, WittramM Deaxiy, Sheffield, Grocer June 19 
at 4 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

| Srantine, Margaret, Weston park, Crouch End, Hosier 
June 17 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Srocx, Purr, Colaharbour In, Brixton, Auctioneer 
Jure 19at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs. Carey st 

TRomMas, 
Junel9at12 Off Rec, J, Berridge st, Leicester 

Tyisez, Samvzt, Long Sutton, Lincs, Butcher June 18 
at 11.30 Court House, King’s Lynn 

Waxeriztp, W C, Park In, Oompany Promoter 

June 18at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Buxrow, Karre, Latchford Without, nr Warrington, 
Tobacconist Warrington Pet May18 Ord June5 

Camnon, Matraew Wii.1aM, Chariton Musgrove, Somer- 
set, Carpenter Yeovil Pet June4 Ord June 4 

| Coox, Davi, Castleford, Yorks, Miner Wakefield Pet 

June 4 Ord June 4 
Davis, Grores, Swindon, Coal Dealer Swindon Pet 

June5 Ord Jane & 

Fairrax, Eve, Bilborough Manor, nr York York Pet 
May 12 Ord June 4 


| Geer, Atrcr, Regent st, Corset Maker High Court 
June5 Ord June 6 
| Grens, Eepert Artave Dennis, Boyne rd, Lewisham, 

Insurance Agent Greenwich Pet May 1 Ori June 5 

Geezy, Atrred Witt, Gorst rd, Wandsworth Com- 
mon, Builder’s Merchants Wandsworth Pet May 8 
Ord June 4 

Haptanp, Feasx Auner, Monterey C.ttage, Harefield 
High Court Pet June4 Ord June 4 

Har, Faeroragicx, Goodrich, Her. ford, Miller Hereford 
Pet June4 Ord Jane4 

Hatt, Wivu1M, Sheffield, Engineer Sheffield Pot June5 
Ord June 6 

Hore, Grawam Arcurpitp, Palace st, Buckingham 
gate High Cours Pet April1é Ord June 4 

Jameson, Cuara, Middlesbrough, Caterer Middlesbrough 
Pet May7 Ord June 4 

Jonzs, Riomarp, Pencraig, Liansadwrn, 
Farmer Bangor Pet June5 Ord Jone 5 

Kxieént, Jonny, Gartrude st, King’s rd, Chelsea, Builder 
High C urt Pet May9 Ord June 3 

M.stars, Owrn, Red Lion court, Fiest st, Journalist 
High Court Pet Aprill Ord June 3 


Pet 


Anglesey, 





The Oldest Insurance 


Office in the ‘World. 





\ 


FOUNDED 1710, 


Heap Orrice: 
63, THREADNEEDLE ST., E.C, 


| 4 FIRE OFFICE 


Insurances effected against the following risks :— 


PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 

SICKNESS and DISEASE, 
FIDELITY GUARANTEE, 
BURGLARY, 


Law Courts Branch: 40, CHANCERY 


4 
Re 


Copied from Policy dated 1798. 


FIRE. 

WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION 
and BMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY 
including ACCIDENTS TO 
DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


LANE, W.C. 


A, W. COUSINS, District Man wer. 


FUNDS IN HAND 


£2,764,234. 


Josserx Witttam, Leicester, Piano Dealer :‘ 


Natan, Cuautes Sroaet, Ameriand rd, Wands 
Shipping Agent Wandsworth Pet May 7 0; 
une 

Otwer, Atsert Epwirp, South Wimbledon, Surrey. 
= Dealer Kingeton, Surrey Pet June 4 Ord 
one 4 

Parsons, Weivon, Chatterie, Cambridge, Cattle Dealer 
Peterborough Pet June 4 Ord Jane 4 

Pasco, Joseru, Reiruth, Cornwall, Farmer Truro Pet 
May 16 Ord Jane 5 

Perryman, Cuautzs Witsranam, Tokenhouse bldgs, 
Financier High Court Pet Feb19 Ord June$ 

Pieotr, J W Suyru, Hove, Sussex Brighton Pet April 
23 Ord June 6 

Rerwoips, Wittmsm, Thame, Oxford, China Dealer 
Aylesbury Pet Jnne& Ord June 5 

Starting, MarGaret, Weston pk, Crouch End, Hosier 
High Court Pet June4 Ord June 4 

Srautin, James, Harley st, Cavendish eq, Doctor High 
Court Pet May6 OriJune4 

Wittovessy, Srznose Rreiwatp Cameron, CO 
In, Architect High Court Pet June5 Ord June 5 

Woop, Herzert Ngrisom, Melford rd, Leytonston 
yl Coal Dealer High Court Pet May 14 
ane 








R. F. F. MONTAGUE, LL.B., continues 

to PREPARE for the SOLICITORS’ FINAL and 

IN a EXAMINATIONS; apn by — 
Hare-court, Temple, . y . 


O SOLICITORS.—A Firm of Estate 
Agents, Surveyors, and Auctioneers, with extensive 
dealings, have One or Two Rooms in Chancery-lane to Let 
to a Solicitor ; advertisers can introduce numerous clients,— 
Write, H. K., care of F. E, Porren, 56, Ludgate-hill, B.C. 


OUSEHOLD FURNITURE AND 
EFFECTS. — Capital prices realized at Messrs. 
Guaziern & Sons’ Auctions at Mousell’s Depository, Eliza- 
-street, Eaton-square. Goods purchased outright if 
desired,—18, Knightsbridge, Hyde Park Corner, LEstab- 
lished 1700.” Tel. No. 2006 Victoria. 


O INVESTORS, &c.—For Disposal, the 
Six Freehold Houses, Nos. 2, 4, 6, 8,10, and 12, Fair- 
field-road, Fairfield Estate, Croush End, London, N., let 
to substantial tenants on rising rentals; No. 12 is in hand 
and can be Sold for Occupation if desired; each contain 
three large reception-rooma, seven noble bedrooms, good 
kitchens, and usual domestic offices; price £7,000, or 
could be divided.—J. A. Moraas & Co., Surveyors and 
Land Agents, 6 and 6, Clement’s-inn, Strand, London, 
W.C, Phone, 11969 Central. 
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form a 


DURABLE 
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ECONOMICAL 


FLOOR COVERING 
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OFFICES VESTIBULES 
BOARD 


PUBLIC ROOMS 


Patterns and Estimates Free 


LARGEST STOCK IN THE 
WORLD 


Tottenham Court Road London 
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